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~-'Tairty-FourtH Coneress, Ist Session. 


the Senate do concur in the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to its 15th, 16th, 23d, and 35th amendments; 
vhat the Senate do recede from its 20th, 26th, 27th, 31%, 
)i, 38th, 39th, 43d, 46th, 49th, 50th, 52d, 53d, and 54th 
amendments; and that the House of Representatives do 
soneur in the 19th, 22d, 30th, 33d, B4th, 42dP and 44th 
amendments of the Senate. 

it is perhaps right for me to say, in general 
terms, that the Senate recede from almost every- 
thing except the appropriations for the Army. 
We retain the amendment for engraving the 
maps of the Pacific railroad survey on .copper 
slates. We retain the amendment for deficiencies 
in the judiciary, the provision appropriating 
«180,000 for incidental expenses of the quar- 
termaster’s department, and the provision of 
$1,000,000 for the quartermaster’s department. 
We lose the amendment appropriating $60,000 for 
mileage of officers; and $100,000 for deficiencies in 
quarters and barracks. We also lose the amend- 
ment in regard to the water-works, and various 
little amendments relating to the District of Co- 
lumbia. We save two of the amendments in 
regard to the District, which look to the preser- 
vation of health, such as sewers. This has been 
the result of the action of the committee. 

The report of the committee of conference was 
agree d to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Cuttom, their Clerk, 
announcing that the House had passed the bill 
(S. No2) making an appropriation for deepening 
the channel over the Falls of the St. Mary’s river, 
in the State of Michigan, without amendment. 

Also, the bill (S. No. 14) to remove obstructions 
to navigation in the mouths of the Mississippi 
river at the Southwest Pass, and Pass a 1’Outre, 
with sundry. amendments. 

Also, that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the deficiency 
bill. 

LANDS FOR RAILROADS IN IOWA. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion of Mr. CrirrenpeEn to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill (H. R. No. 56) making a grant 
of land to the State of Iowa in alternate sections 
to aid in the construction of certain railroads in 
said State was passed. 


Mr. JONES, of lowa, and Mr. JONES, of | 


Tennessee, addressed the Senate, and Mr. FOOT 
was in the midst of a speech on the subject, when 


the hour for taking up the special order arrived. | 


Mr. WELLER. Ifthe Senator from Vermont 
will allow me: to interrupt him, I will say that 
the morning hour has expired, and I understand 
that the Senator from Michigan (Mr. Cass] has 
the floor on the question which was under dis- 
cussion yesterday. I presume it will be impos- 
sible to obtain a vote on this subject within a 
reasonable time, and I hope, therefore, that it will 
be passed over, so that f can make a motion to 
postpone all prior orders for the purpose of pro- 
ceeding with the Kansas bill. 

Mr. FOOT. I very cheerfully yield the floor 
to the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. [am very sorry that I 
have not the privilege of setting the Senator from 
Vermont right in the particulars in which he has 
spoken of this matter. His speech will go out 
in the paper to-morrow, and it will be taken for 


granted by everybody who reads it that it is en- | 


urely correct. 

Mr. FOOT I will request the reporters to 
withhold my remarks until they shall be con- 
cluded. I have many more facts to lay before 
the Senate in connection with this subject. 

; The PRESIDENT. This is a privileged ques- 
ion. 

Mr. WELLER. I can only make the motion 

y the consent of the Senator, and if [ have the 
floor I move that the prior orders be suspended in 
order that the Senate may proceed to the consid- 
fration of the Kansas bill. 


_ The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 


ermont yield the floor for that purpose ? 
Mr. FOOT. Yes, sir. oe 


The motion was agreed to. 
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The publication of the ——- delivered on this 
subject is postponed on the suggestion of Sena- 
tors, in accordance with the understanding during 
the preceding colloquy. 

This debate will appear in the proceedings of 
to-morrow. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER. e 


Mr. SLIDELL. With the assent of the hon- 
orable Senator from Michigan, I ask that the bill 
which has been returned from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the removal of obstructions at the 
mouth of the Mississippi river, with an amend- 
ment reducing the appropriation about one half, 
may be taken up at once, and the amendment con- 
curred in. 

The PRESIDENT. It will require unanimous 
consent to entertain the motion. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I presume there will be no 
objection to it. 

Phere being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the amendments of the House to the 
bill (S. No. 14) to remove obstructions to naviga- 
tion inthe mouth of the Mississippi river, at the 
Southwest Pass and Pass a | Outre. 

The amendments of the House were to increase 
the appropriation in the first gection of the bill 
from $300,000 to $330,000 for opening and keep- 
ing open ship channels at the Southwest Pass and 
Pass 41’Outre, and to strike out the following pro- 
vision in the second section: 

That, for continuing the improvement of the channels at 
the mouths of the Mississippi river, the sum of $330,000 be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; and it 
shali be the duty of the Secretary ot War to apply said sum 
to the opening and keeping open of said channels by con 
tract or otherwise. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The whole scope of the 
amendments of the House is to reduce the appro- 
priation; and as the Senators from Louisiana are 
willing to accept the bill as it is, 1 trust there will 
be no difficulty in yielding to the amendments of 
the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


KANSAS AFFAIRS. 


| The Senate then proceeded to the consideration || 


| of the special order, being a bill to authorize the 
people of Kansas to form a constitution and State 
government preparatory to their admission into 
the Union wher they haue the requisite popula- 
uon. 

Mr. CASS resumed and concluded the remarks 
commenced yesterday. The speech will be found 
in the Appendix. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, the question 
_ before the Senate is on the bill of the Senator 
from Illinois, [Mr. Dovetas,] to which the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. Sewarp] has moved, 
as an amendment, a proposition for the immediate 
admission of Kansas as a State of this Confed- 
eracy under her present constitution. On that 
question, involving of course the rights of Kansas 
and our own duties in the present extraordinary 

exigency, I desire to be heard at length at such 
| time as shall be most agreeable to the Senate. 
|There are other questions, | know, that are at 
| this moment struggling fora hearing. Among 
them is one in which the Senator from Virginia 
{Mr. Mason] is interested, relating to the power 
of Congress over the abrogation of treaties. 
| There isanother in which the Senatorfrom Florida 
|(Mr. Maxiory] is interested, relating to the 
Navy. 

Mr. MASON. 
| for a moment? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. I understand, from the tenor 
of the Senator’s remarks, that he would prefer 
/ continuing the debate at a future day. 

Mr. SUMNER. I was going to suggest next 
| Monday, but I will take a suggestion from any 
| gentleman. : ' 

Mr. MASON. I will yield to the Senator’s 
| wishes in that matter cheerfully, and I hope it 
| will be the pleasure of the Senate now to take up 
} the resolution which was made the special order 


Will the Senator indulze me 


for to-day, at half-past twelve o’clock, but was 
superseded by the continuation of the remarks 
of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. SUMNER. The first question will be 
on the motion I make, that the further consider- 
ation of the bill before the Senate be postponed 
until next Monday, and be made the special order 
for that day at, I should like to say, half past twelve 
o'clock, if that be agreeable to the Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. It would be better to say 
one o’clock, so as to give 
for other business. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
o’clock. 

Mr. ADAMS. I have no disposition to inter- 
fere with the consideration of this bill in the par- 
ticular time which will suit the Senator from 
Massachusetts; but I ask the Senate to recollect 
that one of the first bills introduced at this ses 
sion was one which I had the honor to present, 
for the amendment of the naturalization laws. 
It was made the special order for yesterday, and 
finding then that this question interfered with it I 
proposed to postpone it until Monday next. 

Mr. SUMNER. I will say Tuesday, if that 
be more arreeable to the Senate. ; 

Mr. WELLER. There is a bill in my charge 
which I think of infinitely more importance than 
that proposed by the Senator from Mississippi. 
I allude to the bill for the construction of a railroad 
to the Pacific ocean. That bill was made the spe- 
cial order for yesterday three weeks ago, and it 
has been made the special order ever since. I cer- 
tainly cannot consent that the naturalization bill 
to which the Senator from Mississippi alludes, 
shall be taken up, to the exclusion of so important 
and practical a measure as that. He will gain 
nothing by his motion to make his bill the special 
order for next Monday. The fact is, that there 
are half a dozen special orders which have pre- 
cedence of it. They were made special it a 
by a vote of the Senate some time since, and 
they remain on the table in that position undis- 
posed of. I am unwilling that a bill reported 
subsequently shall come im and take precedence 
of those special orders. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ihave no disposition to urge 
on the consideration of the Senate any measure, 
though I may look upon it as very important. 
If the Senate take up any of the measures that 
have precedence of the one in which I feel some 
interest, I shall not ask them to consider mine 
out of its order; but, sir, if the course which 
has been pursued be persisted in, and if a sub- 
ject is to be taken up and be postponed from 
time to time, with only one speech a week upon 
it, neither the proposition of the Senator from 
California nor my own will ever have any con- 
sideration at all. ‘The appropriate course for us 
is to take up some measure and dispose of it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think itis evident that the 
quickest way to get at the bills which various 
rentlemen desire to have considered is to dispose 
of this question. I sympathize to a very great 
extent with my friend from California in his effort 
to have the Pacific railroad bill disposed of. There 
are many other measures of public interest de- 
manding attention. 1 believe that the proper mode 
| to reach them is by disposing of the question 

now before us. It is evident to the ex untry, to 
the Senate, to everybody, that this great territo- 
rial question is the most important one pending, 
and that it will absorb attention until it be dis- 
posed of. I trust that we shall proceed with it 
| and dispose of it. There are no doubt gentlemen 
who are now ready with their speeches who can 
go on with the discussion of the Kansas question, 
lt has been pending for a long time, and [ am in 
hopes that we may be able hereafter to have more 
than one speech a week upon It, If not, we shall 
never get through with it. I desire, therefore, to 
suggest that some gentleman may take the floor 
now for the purpose of delivering his speech on 
i this subject to-morrow. Perhaps the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Wape] may be ready to go on. 
Mr. WADE. Iam ready to take the floor to- 
morrow, or on any other day. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Srvarrt.) 
The Chair will state that the Senator from Massa- 
entided to the floor on this question ; 


chusetts I 
and he submits a motion to postpone 16s consid- 
eration until Tuesday next. The Senate must 
first dispose of that motion. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope the bill will not be 
postponed. if the Senator from Massachusetts 
desires to speak on Tuesday, I presume that he 
but certainly somebody else may 
have the floor between now and then. 

Mr. SUMNER. I submitted my motion 
entirely with reference to the business of the 
Senate, and not my own convenience. I took 
into consideration the pending question in regard 
to the Lowa railroads, the other pending question 
in regard to the Danish Sound dues, and the 
other with regard to the Navy. I supposed that 
if 1 should presume to address the Senate while 
those questions were struggling for a hearing, I 
should be unwelcome. ‘Therefore, and following 
a hint from others, I proposed that this subject 
should go over until next Monday; but if the 
Senate desire me to proceed before that ume, | 
am ready. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to make a suggestion. 
The motion to reconsider the Iowa land bill, I 
understand, according tothe decision of the Chair, 
is a privileged question. It will be necessary, So 
far as | am concerned, having an interest in the 
resolution of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
that I should yield it, perhaps, to that. The 
Senator from Illinois is aware, [am sure, that the 
question concerned in that resolution is one of 
imminent Importance just now in our foreign 
intercourse. Ihave thought that there was a dis- 
position on the part of the Senate to continue the 
debate on it until it was ended. It was made the 
special order for to-day, at half past twelve o’clock; 
but was superseded,.as | have said, by the con- 
tinuance of the very able speech of the honorable 
Senator from Michigan. would suggest, there- 
fore, to the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
setts—as I presume we can get through with the 
motion to reconsider the Iowa land bill to-day— 


ean do 80; 


to modify his motion so as to postpone this sub- | 
ject until next Thursday, and allow me to have 


to-morrow to get through with other business. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. | will yield my assent to 
that proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts modify his motion? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly, if it be agreeable 
to the Senate. I wish to consult the views of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- 
tion is on postponing the further consideration of 
the subject before the Senate until Thursday next. 

Mr. MALLORY. Thereisa special order for 
to-morrow in regard to the naval board. I do 
not desire to interfere with the arrangement of 
the Senate, but it does seem to me thatif we con- 
tinue to take up special orders in this way, we 
shall accomplish nothing. I supposed it to be 
the understanding of the Senate that we should 

oon with the naval question to-morrow, and 
Tdeehe of that first. 


Mr. WELLER. 


The understanding of the 


_ THE CONGRESSIONA 


{ 


Senate was that we should dispose of the naval | 

uestion before proceeding with anything else. | 
Fearsalahe should not have felt myself at liberty | 
to delay bringing up some of the unfinished bills | 


of which I have charge, but for the fact that | 


supposed the Senate liad agreed to dispose of that | 


measure before proceeding to any other. 1 hope 
that course will be adopted; and that when we 
take up the Kansas question again we shall con- 
tinue it until we finally come to a vote. 
that is the best way, and fhe shortest way of 


I think | 


ae the public business, and the only way | 


of disposing of the various bills now before us. 
Mr, JONES, of lowa. I ask the Senate to 


proceed to the consideration of the motion to re- | 


consider the Iowa land bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


must first be taken on postponing the bill before 
the Senate. 
until Thursday next. 

Mr. PRATT. 
material point for us to consider in making our 
decision as to the time when the subject of Kansas 
affairs shall be again taken up. In my judgment, 
Wwe must come to this conclusion: That, when it 
shell be taken up, it be with the understanding 


It is proposed that it be postponed || 


I think, sir, there is only one | 


| 


| 


that we shall continue to debate itas long as an 
one desires to debate it, and that then we shall 
decide it. 1 have noticec, during the present ses- 
sion, what I think must be apparent to every one 
—that there has been less interest felt in the meas- 


| 


ures which have been discussed here than has | 


usually been manifested. I have never known, 
asa general thing, so few Senators in their places 
as at the present session. I think it is to be at- 
tributed to the fact that one subject is taken up 
after another, a single speech made about it— 
generally a set speech—and we know beforehand 
that on this day week, or on some other day, such 
a subject Js to be discussed with a written and 


prepared speech. There has really been no debate | 
We have simply | 
listened to the delivery of essays, which are not | 
in accordance with my understandmg of what is | 


during the present session. 


lecitimate debate. Wehave had essay after essay 


delivered on the important subjects which are || 
pending, a week intervening between each one, | 


when the interest which we feel in it is lost by 
the time which has elapsed. 


I hope, with the Senator from California, that | 
when we take up any one subject again, we shall | 


| furnishes me with a reason for insisting 


GLOBE. 


ee ae = —. 


Mr. MASON. The honorable Senator will 
speak very ably, I have no doubt, but extendedly 
Other gentlemen will certainly participate in thy, 
debate, so that there will be no probability or 
ending itthis week; because, when we tome to > - 
sider the details of the several measures, we sh, i 
be involved in a great deal of discussion. _ = 


Mr. MALLORY. The Senator from Virginia 


On. 


n my 


motion. If what it was understood should Ka 


|| the congluding argument is not to be the cons 


pursue it until we dispose of it. ‘Then the interest | 


which is excited on one day will abide until the | 


next day, and we shall come prepared to discuss | 


and dispose of the questions before us. I there- 


fore ask the Senator from Illinois to agree to any | 


day which may be fixed by those who desire to | 
discuss this bill, provided it be with the settled | 
understanding that when it shall be taken up the | 
Senate will continue to discuss it until it be | 


disposed of. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 


If the Senate will fix on a | 
day when this bill shall be taken up, and be | 


continued until it be disposed of, not allowing | 
anything else to interfere with it, I am ready to | 


agree to it. 
Several SenaTors. 
Mr. SUMNER. 


it seems to me, with reference to the other busi- 


Say Monday next. 


ness of the Senate, that that would be the better || 
I therefore move to postpone the further | 


day. 
consideration of this subject until Monday next. 
I make the motion entirely with reference to the 
convenience of the Senate, and not of myself. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. 


else to intervene, I will agree to the motion. 
[** Certainly.’’] 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


is on the motion to postpone the further consid- 
eration of this bill until Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


DANISH SOUND DUES. 
Mr. MASON. 


Mr. MASON. I now move that it be made 
o'clock, and I will sit here as long as any Senator, 
to continue its consideration until we dispose of it. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will that order, if it be 
made, interfere with the business which has been 
specially assigned for one o’clock to-morrow? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.” In the opinion 
of the Chair, if entered upon at half past twelve, 
o’clock, it will be entitled to precedence during the 
day. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
motion of the Senator from Virginia, by fixing 
Thursday, at half past twelve o’clock. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


longest time. 
Mr. MASON. I understand that the Senator 
| from Florida—and I certainly donot wish to inter- 
| fere with him—expects to-morrow to conclude 
| the debate on the questions connected with the 
action of the naval board. We have had, also, 
an intimation from the Senator from Kentucky, 
that he expects to speak on that subject, and to 
| speak very much at large. 
| Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
eoeeeneaen. 
| at large. 


No, sir; that is a mis- 
I do not wish to speak very much 


Monday will suit me; and | 


If it be the understanding | 
that we shall go on with the debate on Monday, | 
and continue it until disposed of, allowing nothing | 


I hope now that the Senate will | 
take up —at any rate I make the motion as a test 
question — the resolution ofthe Committee on For- 
eign Relations, in regard to the Danish Sound 
dues, which was made the special order for to- 
day, at half past twelve o’clock. 

‘The moticn was agreed to. 


Then I move to amend the 


|| will first be taken on the postponement for the | 





cluding argument, and if the debate is to 95 
on, the sooner that argument be made the hetter 
[ insist on the motion to postpone the further con. 
sideration of the resolution in regard to the Danish 
Sound dues, until Thursday. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Will that override the 
Towa tand bill, if it should not be disposed of jp 
the mean time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
with respect to the Iowa land bill isa Privileged 
question, though it may be set aside like any 
other question. 

Several Senators. We will dispose of thy 
this evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to postpone the further consid. 
eration of the resolution of the Committee op 
Foreign Relations, in regard to the Danish Sound 
dues, until Thursday next, at half past twelye 
o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Cuttom, their Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
enrolled bills: 2 

An act to remove obstructions in the mouths of 
the Mississippi river, at the Southwest Pass, and 
Pass a |’Outre. 

An act making an appropriation for deepening 
the channel over the flats of the St. Mary’s river, 
in the State of Michigan. 


LAND FOR RAILROADS IN’IOWA. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 


| to reconsider the vote by which the bill granting 


lands to the State of Iowa to aid in the constrae- 
tion of certain railroads was passed, will now be 
taken up, if there be no objection. 

Mr. FOOT. I do not feel myself prepared to 
go on with the discussion of that question, not 
supposing that it would come up again to-day. 


| Several documents were placed in my hands about 
|| five minutes before the commencement of the dis- 


cussion this morning. I have not had time to 
arrange and examine them as I desire to do; in 


| fact, they are now out of my hands and beyond 


my reach for the time being. I have noi the 
maps and papers which I desire. My apology 


|| is, that I had no sort of expectation that the ques- 


| tion would come up again to-day. I move, there- 


fore, that it be postponed till to-morrow. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa.. I can assure the Sen- 
ator and Senate that I have had no collection of 


| documents made for me until within a few min- 


| were no objection. 


| That Senator had the 





| utes since by my colleague. I asked him to pro- 
the special order for to-morrow at half past twelve || cure for me the statutes of Iowa, in order that! 
|| might show to the Senate whether or not they sus- 
|| tained me in the position which | have taken in 


| regard to the railroads covered by this bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wil 
state that 1t was the understanding of the Senate 
that this question should be taken up, if there 
The Senator from Vermont 
objects. The subject having been postponed 


| until to-morrow, it will be necessary to recon- 


sider that vote in order to reach it. 
Mr. WELLER. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the subject was postponed. 
Mr. CLAYTON. I should be very much in- 


| clined to go on with this discussion to-day, but! 


do not think it would be treating the Senator 
from Vermont properly. The case stands thus: 

floor this morning, and was 
addressing the Senate, and was called upon t 
give way. In order to gratify the Senate he gave 
way, in the midst of his speech, when he had all 


| his documents and maps around him. Now, si 


after the lapse of some hours, when the object for 
which he gave way has been attained, contrary 
to his expectations, and contrary to the expect 
tions of the Senate, he is called upon, in the 
absence of his papers, to go on with the discus 








'Zinia 
n my 
ld be 
CON. 
10 99 
etter, 
r con. 
anish 


le th 


ue 


of in 


stion 
leg d 


any 


itives, 
al the 
owing 


ths of 
S, and 


ening 
river, 


notion 
anting 
Struc- 
OW be 


red to 
nM, not 
o-day, 
‘about 
1e dis: 
ime to 
do; in 
eyond 
ot the 
volory 
qu §. 


there- 


e Sen- 
tion of 
V min- 
0 pro- 
that | 
vy sus 
ken in 


ir wil 
Senate 
r there 
‘rmont 
tponed 
recon- 


er the 


ich in- 
, but I 
enator 
3 thus: 
nd was 
pon 0 
e grave 
had all 
Ww, SIT, 
ject for 
yntrary 
cpecta- 
in the 
discus- 





185 


sion. Ido not think that is in accordance with } guine as he is. The disposition which I propose 
the courtesy which we have heretofore extended || for the consideration of the Senate is, first, to dis- 
to one another. I see no reason why we should | pose of the motion to reconsider the bill of my 
pote xtend courtesy to the honorable Senator from friend from Iowa, then the questions connected 
Vermont as well as to any other gentleman here. | with the naval board, and next, the questions 
He is always courteous to others. I say again, || connected with Kansasaffairs, which imperatively 
that I should be very glad to have the —— |, call upon us for action. 
disposed of; but I do not see how it can be taken It seems to me, that I have thus indicated the 
up now without trespassing on the proprieties || proper order of business. My experience justi- 
which we always observe towards one another. || fies me in saying that you can do nothing unless 
| hope, therefore, that the motion before the Sen- | by adopting some rule of proceeding that will be 
ate will not be agreed to. |, imperative, and never be departed from, except 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, I do not wish to || upon a manifest public necessity and exigency, 
interfere with the views or feelings of gentlemen || when a subject of great importance intervenes to 
on either side of this question. ] only desire to | interfere with the regular order of business. The 
suggest to the honorable Senator from lowa that proper rule Is, that the question under consider- 
if the motion to reconsider the vote on his bill be | ation at the last adjournment shall be taken up, 
a privileged question, as the President of the || unless in some case of paramount necessity, such 
Senate has decided it to be, it will override every || as I have pointed out. 
other question until it be disposed of, if he thinks Mr. MASON. L understand that the Senator 
proper to press it. lt seems to me, therefore, || from Iowa has agreed to defer the issues con- 
that he need feel no uneasiness about allowing it |) nected with his bill until to-morrow. 
to lie over until to-morrow. I have consulted Mr. WELLER. There upon, | withdraw mv 
with the honorable Senator from Florida, the | motion to reconsider the vote by which that bill 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, and || was postponed until to-morrow. 
it will be as agreeable to him to make his remarks DANISH SOUND DUES. 
on Thursday as to-morrow. The Senator from 
Vermont says that he is entirely unprepared to Mr. MASON. As the resolution of the Com- 
go on this afternoon. I think it would be rather || mittee on Foreign Relations gave way to that 
discourteous to him, unless under very pressing privileged question, I ask the unanimous consent 
circumstances, to urge a decision of this motion | of the Senate to rescind the order which has just 
to-day. I think that no exigency exists requiring been made postponing that resolution until Thurs- 
us to refuse to concede to him the privilege of day next. l cannot move to reconsider it, as | 
having this subject postponed until to-morrow. || voted in the minority. I trust that we shall take 
I consider it proper now to state, that whenever up that resolution. { understand that the Senator 
] feel sufficient interest in such a question to raise | from Ohio {Mr. Puan) is prepared to go on with 
the point, I shall submit to the decision of the the discussion of it. 
Chair and the Senate,whether a motion to recon- Mr. WELLER. 

consider that vote. I voted in the majority. 


sider has precedence of all other questions. [ Be 
yield to the decision of that matter now, because Mr. MALLORY. I do not wish to be misun- 
derstood. I have no particular and special interest 


it has been conceded heretofore. ( 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. I shall not object to | the business committed to me, but to-morrow 
the postponement. is assigned for the continuation of that business, 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. [ thoucht that my | 29d I do not wish to be considered as failing in 
friend’s generous nature would not allow him to | My duty here. I must therefore insist upon it, 
persist in his opposition. that that business shall be taken up to-morrow, 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. Of course I feel more || Unless the Senate otherwise order. It seems to 
anxiety on this than on any other subject. Iam be the understanding of this body that on Mon- 
perfectly willing, however, that it shall go over day next the Kansas bill will be taken up a idl 
until to-morrow, with the express understanding discussed until the final vote be taken. [ have 
that we shall then dispose of it. [** Certainly.]’’ | 2° idea that the naval business will be concluded 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I very seldom in- || by Monday, if we de not take it up to-morrow, 
terfere with questions of parliamentary rule or because Friday is private bill day, and we do not 
order, but I have had some experience in the || Siton Saturday. It seems to be the general un- 
Senate, and a great deal more in the House of || derstanding, that on Monday the naval business, 
Representatives, and I never knew any progress though not concluded, will be laid aside { rv the 
to be made in business, except by rigidly adher- Kansas matter, which in my judgment is of less 
ing to the ordinary parliamentary course—that || !Mportance at this moment than the questions 
the last preceding subject under consideration connected with the action of the naval board. | 
shall be the subject for the next day, and shall || hope that no order will be made by the Senate 
continue to be so until it be disposed of, unless || mterfering with the discussion of the naval busi- 
there be some very imperative exigency requiring || €SS to-morrow, for if we take it up to-morrow 
another course. 1 would suggest, therefore, that || We may conclude nN this week. 
the question of the reconsideration of the bill of The PRESIDENT. The question 1s on the 
my friend from Iowa, shall be the business of | Motion to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
the Senate until it be disposed of. lution of the Committee on Foreign Relations 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. That will suit me. || Was postponed until Thursday next. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. After disposing Ihe motion was agreed to; and the Senate ac- 
of that, I think, from what I know of the rela- cordingly resumed the consideration of the fol- 
tive importance of the business before the Senate, |, lowing resolution, reported by Mr. Mason from 
that the resolution of my friend from Virginia, || the Committee on Foreign Relations: 
in reference to the Danish Sound dues, should be 
next taken up and finished. Then probably, 
according to the feeling of the Senate, though I 
do not say that it is of the greatest importance, 
the question of what shall be done in reference 
to the proceedings of the naval board, should be 
taken up and finished; and, after that, that the 
Kansas bill should be disposed of. Of course I 
will notexclude any business which may be inter- 
es by the honorable Senator from Virginia, 

Mr. Hunter, ] the chairman of the Committee | 
on Finance, in relation to the general appropria- | 
ton bills. I only mean to say now, that I think 
no substantial progress can be made in the busi- | 
hess, either of the Senate or House of Repre- | 
Sentatives—I speak from some experience in both 
podies—unless you have some stable rule of this | 

ind. 


I do not mean to preclude the bill of the Sen- i 


I will make a motion to re- 


Resolved, That the notice which has been given by the 
President to Denmark, pursuant to the resolution of the 
Senate of March 3, 1855, to terminate the treaty with that 
Power of the 26th of April, in the year 1626, is sufficient to 
cause such treaty to terminate and be annulled to all 
intents whatsoever, pursuant to the eleventh article thereof; 
and that no other or further act of legislation is necessary 
to put an end to said treaty as part of the law of the land. 


The pending question being on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Stuart, to strike out all after the 
words, ‘‘cause such treaty to terminate,’’ and 
insert ‘‘as between Denmark and the- United 
States.’’ 

Mr. CLAYTON addressed the Senate on the 
origin of the Sound dues, and theif importance to 
the commerce of the United States. His remarks 
| will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I have said 
nothing in the course of the debate on this ques- 
tion from an extreme reluctance to take up the 
atorfrom Californiato provide for the construction time of the Senate, and because on the part of the 
of a railroad to the Pacific. He knows the deep || committee | submitted a report giving the reasons; 
interest which I take in that measure; but in re- || a8 I understood, of the committee, and certainly 
gard to its ultimate results I am not quite as san- | my own, why the notice which had been given 


_THE-CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1203 


was Sufficient to terminate the treaty; and there- 
fore it would be more agreeable to me to close the 
debate when it shall be closed. « 1 wil! do it this 
evening, but it is manifest that we can get no 
vote now. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wil! state, for the informa- 
tion of the honorable Senator, that I have a few 


words to say bY way « f explanation be fore he 
} q 


closes the debate, as it is his right to de. If no 
other Senator desires to speak on the subject now, 
it would not be worth while to go into it at this 


late hour of the day 
Mr. TOUCEY. I wish to saya few words 


on this subject before it be disposed of. IUthink 
it proper to proceed before the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relati 3, sothat he may 
have ti opportur ty of closine the debate t 
will go on now if that be the pleasure of the 
senate, 

Mr. SEWARD and others. Oh no; let us 


adjourn. 

Mr. MASON. I wish to make a statement to 
the Senate that they may know exactly where 
the question stands, in reply more particularly to 
aremark made the other day by the Senator from 
Vermont, |Mr. Cottamer.| He said that, 


understood the matter, since the notice 


as he 
Was given, 
the President extended the term by allowine 
d tys 


Sixty 


more. Ihave informed myself of the fact 


at the Department of State, and the exact fact is 
this: At the request of Denmark, that the notice 
should not be peremptorily entforeed, although 


the treaty would terminate at the end of the 
twelve months limited, that is to say, on the 14th 
of April last; yet, as Denmark had represented 
that her conferences with the other Powers of 
Europe on the subject of the Sound dues might 


be émbarrassed by it, the President consented, 


if it would be any advantage to Denmark, that 
no steps should be taken on the part of the Ex 

ecutive until sixty days more have expired, but 
with the distinct intimation that,in the opinion of 
the Pre sident, the jud rment of the countrv—so 
far as he represented that judement, and he was 


the only organ known to Denmark—t ie treaty 
expired by limitation on the 14th of April, but 
that the Ex would take no steps until the 
L4th of That 1s the exact state of the case. 
l now move that the further consideration of this 
subject be po stponed until to-morrow, at half past 


twely 


cutive 


Jun . 


e o’clock, and be made the special order for 
that hour. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BIGLER, the Senate ad 
journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, Way 14, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of y« sterday was re adand approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. EVANS presented the memorial of Thomas 
the 
owed the pay of a lieu 
Navy for the time he acted in that 
rred to the Committee 


Osborn, late a lieutenant in revenue 


cutter 
service, praying to be al 
tenant in thi 
capacity; which ref 
on N wal A flair 3 

Mr. BRIGHT presented a petition of citizens 
of Indiana, praying that patents may be issued 
to them for lands entered under the graduation 
act, or that thev mav be allowed further time for 
the settlement ‘and improve ment of ther lands; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


was 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 

On motion of Mr. BIGLER, it was 

Ordered, That John L. Mersereau hi 
his memorial and papers. 

j REPORTS FROM 

Mr. YULEE, from th 
to whom was referred thi 
Scranton andvJames M. Hunt, owners of the 
steamer Major Tompkins, reported a bill (S. No. 
308) for their relief; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
No. 207) for the relief of the heirs of Colonel 
Charles Simms, late collector of the port of Alex- 
andria, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, reported 
back, and moved that the committee be dis- 


ve leave to withdraw 


COMMITTEES. 
Committee on Claims, 


petition of John H. 
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charged from the memorial of Amaral & Bastos, | 
the memorial of Manuel A. T. Barboza, and the 


memorial of Alexander Jose da Cruz, Luis Vidal 
Cezar, and Bento dos Santos, end that the me- 
morials and accompanying papers be referred to 
the Court of Claims. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom were referred a bill (H.R. 
No. 266) entitled ** An act for the relief of Cap- 
tain J. P. Hatch, of the United States Army;’’ a 
bill (H. R. No. 268) entitled ** An act for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Captain Jo- 
reph Hi. Whipple, deceased;’’ a joint resolution 
(H.R. No. 10) for the relief of Dr. William P. 
A. Hail, late of the Tennessee volunteers in the 
Mexican war, reported them back without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, on the me- 
mnorial of David Butler, reported that the prayer 
of the memorialist ought not to be niall 

f{e also, from the same committee, reported 
back the petition of David W. Rogers; and on his 
motion the committee was discharged from its 
further consideration, and it was referred to the 
Conrt of Claims. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 302) for the relief 
of the widow of Adjutant General Jones, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of 
John B. Walbach, reported a bill (S. No. 309 ) 
for the relief of Brevet Brigadier General John 
B. Walbach, of the United States Army; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the petition of 
Horatio J. Perry, submitted a report, accompa- 
nied by a bill (S. No. 310) for his relief; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading. ‘The 
report was ordered to be printed. 

‘He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of C. E. Anderson, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
311) for his relief; which was read, and passed to 
a second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Print- 


ing, who were instructed to inquire into the pro- | 


priety of printing the correspondence in relation 
to the Lobos Islands, submitted an adverse re- 
port; which was concurred in. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
have instructed me to make a report on the reso- 
lution referred to them in regard to 
report on commercial statistics made 
Department to the House of Representatives. 
The resolution provides for the printing of the 


The Committee on Printing | 


ek the | 
ry the State | 


commercial statistics by this body, which have | 


already been printed by the House of Represent- 
atives, provided it can be done without any ad- 
ditional costof composition. After consideration, 
we find it cannot be done without again paying 
for the entire composition; and, under the terms 
of the resolution, we therefore report against the 
printing. 
The report was concurred in. 


RESOLUTION. 

Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to 
communicate to the Senate the report of Lieutenant Col- 


onel Graham, of the topographical corps, respecting the | 


improvement of the navigation of the flats of the St. Clair 
nver, 


INTRODUCTION OF A BILL. 


Mr. SLIDELL asked, and by unanimous,con- | 


sent, obtained leave to bring in a bill (S. No. 307) 
granting bounty land to certain officers and _ sol- 


diers employed in the protection of the public | 


q 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

LIEUTENANT WARREN’S EXPLORATION. 


Mr. JOHNSON. The Committee on Printing 
have considered the propriety of printing the re- 


roperty at Baton Rouge in the year 1836, and | 
uring the Florida Indian war; which was read | 


ort of Lieutenant G. K. Warren, of the United | 
States engineer corps, of his recent exploration of | 
the region of country between the Missouri and | 


Platte rivers and the Rocky Mountains, with an 
accompanying map. We make an adverse report 


————_————— 





; : — '] 
on the subject; and in order that the Senate _ 


see the argument in favor of the printing, I wis 


to have read the letter of the Secretary of War in | 


regard to it. 
The Secretary read the letter, as follows: 
War DEPARTMENT, 
Wasnineton, March 26, 1856. 
Dear Six: The topographical engineer, Lieutenant G. 
K. Warren, on General Harney’s staff, during the past year’s 
campaign in the region between the Missouri and Platte 
rivers and Rocky Mountains, has addressed a brief and in- 
teresting report (accompanied by a map) to that office, which 
contains much useful and newly-acquired information re- 
specting the country and routes, rivers and streams travers- 
ingit, &c. The report and map should be printed, as they 
will be very useful to the troops on that frontier, and to 
travelers and emigrants. ; 
It will not, probably, occupy more than forty printed 
pages, (octavo,) or twenty leaves. 
Very respectiully and truly yours, 
JEFF’N DAVIS. 
Hon. Joun B. WELLER, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, Senate. 
Mr. JOHNSON. There is another letter of 
pretty much the same import, which will show 
the ground on which it is asked that this explo- 
ration shall be printed. Itis a report of an ex- 
ploration similar to the one in regard to which 
we rejected the printing of extra numbers a few 
days since. The Senate then established a prece- 
dent by which the committee should be governed. 
I refer to the report of Captain Marcy’s explora- 
tion of the Witchita and the head waters of the 
Brazos rivers. ‘The Senate refused to print extra 
copies of it. Subsequently, however, they order- 
ed the printing of the usual number. The com- 


mittee have instructed me to report against the | 


printing of this exploration of Lieutenant War- 
ren at all; for the simple reason, that the original 
the usual number, one thousand four 
hundred, will be nearly as much as the cost of 
printing five, six, or seven thousand copies. The 
cost of paper and the press-work is the only 
additional expense which would be incurred by 
printing the largernumber. There is an estimate 
furnished by the Superintendent of Public Print- 
ing, Which shows that the printing of one thou- 
sand four hundred copies, embracing about sixty 
pages, with the map which accompanies the 
document, and which constitutes the chief cost, 
will amount to $1,420 30. Such maps may be 
preserved, and I suppose are preserved in the War 


cost of 


Department and topographical bureau; but they | 


will never be of use to us unless they are put into 
a book, and the book bound. This document is 
not of the size which would be bound; it is only 
some sixty pages. The printing of the map 
will cost $1,239. 


Under these circumstances, the committee have 


instructed me to report against printing the doc- 
ument at all, taking the rule which was adopted 
in Marey’s case asa precedent, considering that 


that precedent ought to have been made still more | 


extensive, and that we should resist the printing 


of any copies of such document if we refuse the | 


printing of extra numbers. 
Mr. WELLER. J 
of looking into this report, but I am informed by 


the War Department that it is regarded asa very | 


valuable contribution to the geography of that 
country. The letter of the Secretary of War 
informs the Senate, that it would be very valua- 
ble to those who are traveling through that region 


of country in going to our possessions on the | 
It is well known that we are not very 


Pacific. 


[ have had no opportunity | 


GLOBE, 


Upon 
| what they suppose to have been the prece 


tion which it contained had been spread ab 
| throughout the land. 


lished. I trust that the Senate will agree to print 
| the usual number of copies of this document, 





well informed in regard to the character of that | 


immense region lying between the Mississippi 
and the Pacific ocean. If this information be 
valuable, it seems to me that it ought to be pub- 
lished. If in any way it will contribute towards 
aiding the emigrants passing through that section 
of the Union, I think by all means it should be 
published. 

This report comes here in answer to a call of 
the Senate. We have asked the War Department 
to send this information here on the supposition 
that it would be valuable, and the question now 
presented by the Committee on Printing is, whether 
we shall avail ourselves of that information which 
has thus been obtained ? 
the corps of engineers has been sent into that 


| 
i 


An officer belonging to | 


country; he has acquired, as he supposes, valuable | 
information; he has sent it to the War Depart- | 


ment; the Senate have called for it, and it is now 
before us. The simple question is, whether we 


shall put it in such a shape as to be of service to 
the people ? 





| Marcy had been already published. 


| has been published, he is certainly in error, The 


Ma 


14, 


— 
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Lam opposed myself to printing extra p 
of these various reports. I desire to 
practice stopped. Economy and the pub 
est require that it should be put an end to, by: 
the same time I do not wish, in carrying out a 
economy, to shut out that valuable information 
which the country ought to have. I propos: 
therefore, that the usual number of copies (four’ 
teen hundred) of this document be printed, . 

So far as the report of the committee js con 
cerned, J] have no doubt that they acted : 








umber 
See that 
lic inter. 


! en 
established by the Senate in the case of Captain 


Marcy; but that report had already been pub. 
lished, I believe; at all events, all the informa. 


road 


Mr. JOHNSON. It never has been published 
Mr. WELLER. One of his reports was py). 


The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Cj. 
fornia moves to amend the report of the COMMittee 
in such a manner as to print fourteen hundred 
copies. 

Mr. WELLER. 
usual number. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I wish to correct the Senato, 
in one remark. He says that the exploration of 


If he means 
that the one under consideration a few days Since 


I understand that to be the 


exploration of the head waters of the Red river, 
made by Captain Marcy, has been published, 
but this exploration has not been printed. The 
motion to print it was rejected the other day, | 
have no objection to its printing. ‘The Senate 
can take its own course in regard to the matter, 
The committee have only followed the precede 
established by the Senate. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. TI concurred in thead. 
verse report just made by the chairman of the 
Committee on Printing. 1 occupy the same 
ground in relation to the printing of this docv- 
ment as in reference to the publication of Captain 
Marcy’s exploration, which was debated in the 
Senate some time ago. If the object be simply 
to publish a number of copies for the use of the 
Senate, and if it be essential for the use of the 
Senate, I have nothing to say against it; but | 
understood, from the tenor of the remarks of the 
Senator from California, that this ‘document is to 
be useful to the engineer corps. 

Now, sir, fourteen hundred copies in the way 
in which they are usually distributed will allow 
to each Senator two or three copies. If you in- 
tend to publish this document it will hardly be in 
the press before Senators will receive communi- 
cations from persons desiring the work. We 
shall create an anxiety throughout the country 
for it, and we shall not have it to distribute. The 
committee believe that the safer plan would beto 
let this exploration remain where it is—deposited 
in the War Department—where it can be had if 
it ever becomes necessary to resort to the work, 
and have it published. 

So far as its publication for the use of the 
Senate is concerned, I can see no object to be ac- 
complished by it. Lrarely retain a copy of these 
works for myself. There can be no benefit de- 
rived from such a course. If the object be to 
bestow them on the War Department, to be used 
there, perhaps there would be some force in the 
argument. But if it be understood that you have 
ordered the printing of the work, and that it has 
gone to the press, the community, perhaps, not 
understanding the limited extent of the volumes to 
be printed, will call upon us for it. Thence I cor- 
dially concur with my colleague on the committee 
in saying, that we should not publish the work # 
all unless it is essential for the use of the engineer 
corps. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to have this report 
printed, not so much for the use of the Senate, 
or the use of the War Department, but I desire 
it for popular use—for the use of the people. 
understand that it contains much valuable inform- 
ation as to the character of the country, which 
will be useful to the emigrant. It is, therefore, 
for the advantage of the people that I desire that 
this report shall be printed, so that those who 
wish to emigrate to the Pacific may be able 
obtain exact information as to the character of 
the country over which they are to pass. It is 2 
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this light that I present it—not that it is neces- | 
cary for our information, In order to determine | 
any practical question which may be brougit be- | 
fore us—not for the purpose of enabling the War || 
Department to ascertain tne geography or topog- 
raphy of that country--but for the purpose of 
en vvbling emigrants, and those who desire to go to 
our western possessions, to find informat.on which 
will be important to them. It is in that light 
alone that I present ii. IT understand that it con- 
tains more valuable information to the emigrant, 
and to those who desire to pass over the country, 
than any other report we have had. 

The PRESIDENT. The hour has arrived for 
the consideration of the special order, and this 
subject must be postponed unless otherwise or- 
dered by the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. 
der will be taken up. 

Mr. WELLER. [I trust that the question will 
be taken on this resolution. 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, 
the Chair will state the question on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I desire to say a word on 
that question. 5 

The PRESIDENT. Then the special order 
will be taken up unless otherwise directed by the 
Senate. The special order is the resolution re- 
ported by the Committee on Foreign Relations 
onthe resolution of the Senate of the 6th of 
March, relative to the abrogation of the treaty 
with Denmark in regard to the Sound dues. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. I move that the Senate 
roceed to the consideration of the motion of the 
Senator from Kentucky to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill making a grant of land to the State 
of lowa to aid in the construction of railroads in 
said State was passed. That question was pro- 
nounced by yourself, sir, to be a privileged ques- 
uon. 

Mr. MASON. I should be very glad to have 
the resolution of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions taken up, but I understand that the question 
in which the Senator from Iowa is interested has 
the preference, it being a privileged question. 

The PRESIDENT. If the Senator from Iowa 
insists on taking up the motion of the Senator 
fromm Kentucky, it must be taken up. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Ido. 

Mr. CLAYTON, Before that question is 
taken, I desire the consent of the Senate to make 
afew remarks somewhat in the nature of a per- 
sonal explanation. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Dela- 
ware will proceed if there be no objection. 


CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 


Mr. CLAYTON. I find in a morning paper, | 
sir, that a portion of the British statement of the 
correspondence on the Central American ques- 
tion, lately laid before Parliament by Lord Pal- 
merston, 1s published, and, among other things, 
an extract of a letter from Mr. Crampton, the 
British Minister at Washington, to the Earl of 
Clarendon, dated Washington, March 31, 1856, | 
containing this most remarkable statement: 

Mr. Crampton to the Earlof Clarendon, received April 12— | 
Extract. 
* Wasnineton, March 31,1856. | 

“It will be within your lordship’s recollection that Mr. 
Clayton was informed by Sir Henry Bulwer, before the || 
treaty of 1850 was signed, that Roatan vwvas de jure and de 
facto a British possession; and Mr. Clayton has, on various 
Occasions since, in conversation with me, stated that he consid- 


ered Roatan as much a British possession as Jamaica, or any | 
other British West India islands.” 








—_— — 





I hope the special or- 


Now, sir, I wish to say, in reference to this | 
Statement of conversations with me, that it is 
utterly untrue in every particular, and that the 
British Minister must have labored under one of 
the strangest hallucinations that ever affected the | 
brain of any man, in making such a statement 
to the British Secretary for Foreign Affairs, in 

ondon. Nothing like what he imputes to me 
ever escaped from me to him, or to any one else. 
Fortunately the fact does not depend merely upon 
the counter-statements of Mr. Crampton and 
myself. I mean to refer presently to a living 
Witness; but before I do it T call the attention of 
the Senate to a letter written by Mr. Crampton, | 
one read by me in the Senate of the United | 
States on the 12th of January, 1854, in the course | 
of a speech in which I was omc =e prove | 


that Roatan was not a dependency of Belize, and 


| 
| 





THE 


| give them to you as such. 
| to my own Government for a more distinct explanation ot 











was not therefore exempted from the provisions 
of the treaty of the 19th of April, 1850. [ had 
his own testimony on this subject; I read it to 
the Senate, and I propose to read it again now, 


| to contradict this statement which is made known 


to me within this hour, for the first time, and of 
which I nad not before the most remote concep- 
tion. 

It will be recollected that Great Britain has 
rested her claim to the island of Roatan entirely 
on the assumed fact that it was a dependency 
of Belize. That was the ground, and the only 
ground, upon which she pretended, at the time 
of the treaty of 1850, to have had title. Ina de- 
bate here in January, 1854—the Senate then con- 
sidering that very question—I produced the letter 
of Mr. Crampton, in which he uses these words: 


SnitisH LeGation, January 7, 1854. 

My pear Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the 
receipt of your note of to-day’s date, in which you inquire 
of me—First, whether there may not be a mistake in the 
dispatches of my Government, lately communicated to 
Congress, so tar as they speak of British Honduras as part 
of Central America? Secondly, whether t understand Cen 
tral America as embracing anything more than the five 
Central American States? And thirdly, whether I under 
stand the dependencies of British Honduras as anything 
more than the simall isiands described by the treaty of 17386. 

I regret that I aim at present unable to supply you with 
an explicit explanation of the passages of the dispatches 
from which it seems to be inferred that Belize is stated, by 
the British Government, to be situated in Central America, 
as [am not in possession of any official communication 
from my Covernmeut in which that question is directly 
treated. 

A fair inference, however, from the text of treaties and 
other documents to which I have access, with regard to 
the title of Great Britain to British Honduras and its de 
pendencies, would lead me to conclude that British Hon 
duras is situated in Mexico, and not in Central America, 
properly so called. In this opinion I have good reason to 
think the Governmenj of the United States concurs. 

The dependencies of British Honduras are, in my opinion, 
distinctly enumerated in the treaty of 1786. 

It occurs to me that in the dispatches in question which, 


it must be recollected, treat of this somewhat complicated 


matier incidentally only, the term ** Central America ’? may 
have been used in some geographical sense in which it@us 


| not unfrequently been applied to the central part of this 


continent, and notin the true political and diplomatic mean 
ing of the term. I would remark, too, that the boundaries 
of Central America, in the political sense, are, in some re 


| spects, not yet completely detined, more particularly as 


regards the boundary between Costa Rica and New Granada, 
which is still in dispute between those States. 

‘These are my own individual impressions, and I can only 
I shail willingly, however, apply 


the matter, which, I doubt not, will prove satistactory to 
the Government of the United States and to yourself. 
I am, my dear sir, with much respect, yours very faith 


fully, JOUN F. CRAMPTON. 


To the Hon. Joun M. Ciayrox, United States Senate. 


I thus adduced Mr. Crampton’s own authority 


| for the purpose of showing that there must have 


been a mistake in a previous dispatch written by 
Lord Clarendon, who claimed, as Lord Palmers- 
ton had done, that Roatan was a dependency of 


| Belize, otherwise called British Honduras. He 
| agrees that there was a mistake in those dispatches. 


He says that he has consulted the records of his 
legation, and that, after doing so fully, and after 
the premonition by me which expressed a wish 
that he should do so, he has arrived at the conclu- 
sion deliberately, ‘‘that the dependencies of British 
Honduras are distinctly enumerated in the treaty 
of 1786.”’ 

Well, sir, if they are distinctly enumerated in 
the treaty of 1786, what follows from that? The 
treaty of 1786 describes the small islands that are 
dependencies of Belize, and they are these islands: 
First, Cayo Casino, or St. George’s Key, and 
then those small islands embraced in a triangle 
within a very small distance from Belize, not 
extending from it, at any rate, more than a few 
leagues. Roatan is stated by Mr. Buchanan to 
be three hundred miles from Belize, and, so far 
from being one of those small islands embraced in 
that triangle, is an island of considerable size, 
and more than a hundred miles, by any mode of 
computation, from those small islands, and from 
that triangle. 

Then, sir, Mr. Crampton arrived at the conclu- 


sion, and so authorized me by his own hand- | 
writing to announce to the Senate and to the | 


world, as I did at the time, substantially, that 
Roatan was not a dependency of British Hon- 
duras, and could not be claimed, in his opinion, 
as such. I mentioned on his authority, in the 


Senate, a few days after his letter, that the islands | 


which were the dependencies of Belize were 
marked out in the treaty of 1786, and that the 
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irresistible consequence followed, that Roatan was 
not a dependency of Belize, and therefore could 
not have been, tf Great Britain claimed it asa 
depe ndency of Belize, exempted from the opera- 
tion of the treaty of 1850. That of its If i 
clusive refutation of the statement which is now 
for the first time published, as under his authority, 
that Lever said ** Roatan was a British posses- 
sion as much as Jamaica, or any other West India 
island;’’ because I had heard that Great 
Britain claimed the in any other way, or 
by any other title, than asa dependency of Belize. 
How could I suppose the British claim of Roatan 
was valid when he himself thoueht, as I alwavs 
expressed my own opinion in debate here, that it 
was Impessible it could have been adependency of 
Belize while Great Britain asserted no other tithe ? 


a con- 


never 


island 


1 am inclined, in charity, to believe that this 
gentleman has imagined that some such conver- 
sation as this took place between him and ime, 
from the fact that, in all the mn rotiations relating 
to the subject, and in all conversations about it, 
I have always said that, if it could be shown on 
the part of the British Government that Roatan 
was a West India island, so remote from the old 
viceroyalty of Guatemala, now called Central 
America, that it was not an * island adjacent’’ to 
that territory within the meaning of the treaty of 
1786, it would be exempted from the operation of 
the treaty of 1786, by which Great Britain aban- 
doned to Spain all claim to that viceroyalty and 
the * islands adjacent’’ to it; but whether it was 
or not within the treaty depended on g ograph- 
ical facts; and those facts, as now fully estab- 
lished, show that the island is adjacent to that 
territory and to the shore of the State of Hon- 


| duras, which is a part of it. 


It so happened that, during last March, (I 
think it was in that month,) and while | was 
unable to attend the sessions of the Senate, being 
sick at my lodgings, | was waited on one day by 
my friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Critrenven,] 
and engaged in a conversation with him in refer- 
ence toa statement that had been made by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, | Mr. Wintson,| who had 
observed (as | had supposed, upon some author- 


lity emanating from the British Minister here) 


that something was to come to light some day 
which would show that Roatan was understood, 
between the parties who negotiated the treaty of 
1x50, to be a British possession exempted from 
the operation of that treaty. I called the atten- 


| tion of my friend to it, and we were in conversa- 
| tion in relation to it when Mr. Crampton came 


| go to.dine with him. 


in, for the purpose (as he said) of inviting me to 
I was too sick to dine with 
him, but | conversed with him at length. As soon 
as he took aseat I called his attention to the state- 
ment which had been made here in the Senate 
by the Senator from Massachusetts; and I de- 
manded of him whether he knew of anything, or 
whether anything was to be found in the British 
records, to implicate me in such a manneras that 
—whether there was any charge that I had ever 
admitted that Roatan was not within the limits 


| of the treaty, and was exempted from its opéra- 


tion? In the most unqualified terms, in the prea- 
ence of my friend from Kentucky, now here, he 
acknowledged that there was nothing of the kind, 
and that he never intended to make such an im- 
putation. Now, sir, | ask my friend from Ken- 
tucky to state what his. recollections are of the 
conversation, to which he accidentally happened 
to be a witness, on that occasion. 

Mr. CASS. Does the honorable Senator ree- 
ollect the date of the interview with Mr. Cramp- 
ton to which he refers ? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I cannot now remember the 
precise date. My friend from Kentucky perhaps 


| may fix the very day. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. No, sir, I cannot. 1 
think it was in the month of March, but I cannot 
be positive about the day. It was some time ago. 

Mr. WILSON. The time referred to by the 
Senator from Kentucky, I think, was on orabout 
the 23d of February, or the latter part of the 
month of February. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I know it was cold 
weather. [ remember that perfectly, and I think 
there was snow on the ground. ‘The gentleman 
from Massachusetts ought to recollect it, because 
it was shortly after the delivery of his speech. 

Mr. WILSON. 1 think it was the 22d or 23d 
of February. 
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Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
the 23d of February ? 
Mr. WILSON. “T believe my speech on the 
Kansas question was delivered on the kth or 
19th of February, and I remember the day on 
which my attention was called to it, from the fact 


that I left the Senate Chamber for the purpose of 
roing home to look at the proofs of that speech, 
I think it was the 22d or 23d of February. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. As stated by the hon- 
orable Senator from Delaware, [ happened to be 
pres at the conversation alluded to between 
hiraself and Mr. Crampton. IL will not attempt 
to state the whole conversation, which was 
tinued for a considerable time; bat 1 am quite 
confident that Mr. Ctayron made no admission 
that the Island of Roatan belonged to Great Brit- 


nt 


con- 


ain; but,on the contrary, asserted and contended 
ly that that island was embraced 
treaty of 1850, and to be abandoned and yielded, 
' Mr. Cramp- 
ton did not then say or intimate that Mr. Cray- 
yon had ever admitted to him that Roatan be- 
longed to Great Britain. 

I cannot state with certainty the time of this 
conversation; but my Impression 1s that it oc- 
eurred in March last. It was the only conversatjon 
I ever heard on the subject between those gentle- 
men: and most certainly it contained nothing to 
warrant the statement which is made in what has 
been read from a newspaper, by the Senator from 
Delaware, as an **extract’’ from a letter of Mr. 
Crampton to the Earl of Clarendon under date of 
the 3tst of March, 1856. The statement, how- 


earnestly th by the 


according to the terms of that treaty. 


ever, is given only as an ** extract;’’ and even If 


itis truly Piven, the letter may ce tain other mat- 
ters which mightexplain and controlits meaning. 
Mr. CLAYTON, I have a word more to say 
in reference to the letter to which Mr. Crampton 
refers. I have heretofore made a full explanation 
of the subject of the letter referred to by Mr. 
Crampton to the Senate, and shown that there 
could have been nothing in that letter as referred to 
by the Senator from Massachusetts which author- 
ized him or anybody else to draw such an infer- 
ence as it seems, from the unrevised version of his 
speech, he did draw from the letter. Indeed sir, 
in the conversation to which I alluded, and which 
took place in the presence of my friend from 
Kentucky, I particularly pressed Mr. Crampton 
upon that question, to know whether he had ever 
authorized any one to say that I had admitted 
that Roatan was a British possession, and out 
of the treaty. He unqualifiedly, as I understood 
him, denied that he er ever made any such 
Statement. 
Sir, if you look back to the history of what 
actually occurred, you will see that it must have 
been impossible 1 could have made such declara- 
tions as he has imputed to me in his letter of the 
3ist of March last. Previous to the year 13853, 
I never saw him to converse with him onthe sub- 
ject. When I left Washington in July, 1850, a 
tew days after the treaty, Sir H. L. Bulwer was 
the British Minister—not Mr. Crampton. The 
only conversations between him and me, on this 
subject, occurred in 1853, and afterwards, while 
he was the British Minister; and immediately 
after I arrived in Washington, in 1853, I made a 
speech on the treaty, such as I have stated. | 
then placed the title to Belize on the ascertain- 
ment of a geographical fact then not settled, but 
which was afterwards settled, by examination, 
against the British claim. I addressed the Senate 
at length again in January, 1854, as the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Cass} will well recollect, 
upon this subject, to prove that Roatan could not 
possibly be a dependency of Belize, which was 
the ground on which it was then claimed that 
Great Britain hada title to Roatan. I have often 
—as often as the subject has been debated here— 
denied the British tittle. Then, sir, after all the 
declarations and labored effortson my part here in 
the Senate, from time to gme, to prove that itwas 
impossible that Roatan could be a lawful British 
possession; while I constantly, in public, was 
declaring the reverse to every one else, is it to 
be believed I was secretly admitting to him that 
Roatan was such a British possession, and exempt 
from the treaty of 1850? It will appear to all men, 


I think, to have been impossible, unless I was | 


bereft of reason. No man in his senses, coming 


to the Senate, and, day after day, making speech ] 
after speech to prove directly the reverse of what || 


Mr. Crampton contends for, can be believed to 
have,at the same time, admitted what Mr. Cramp- 
ton states to be true. 


1 


Our defense against these and all similar misrep- 
resentations, will be found in the plain language 
of the treaty, and of my own letter to the British 
Plenipotentiary, on the 4th July, 1850, at the very 
moment of the exchange of ratifications. All pre- 
vious letters on either side are,as Mr. Buchanan 
said to Lord Clarendon, like the mere scaffolding 
to a building, which must be taken away when 
the edifice 1s completed. ‘That is a complete, 
triumphant, and overwhelming reply to all the 
pitiful falsehoods and subterfuges which have 
been or can be anvented. It at once meets and 
crushes all the ridiculous inferences made from 
Sir H. L. Bulwer’s previous letters, claiming 
Roatan as a British island, and all subsequent 
inventions to bolster up a pr rversion of the treaty 
by parol evidence of what I said, or any other man 
said, before or after the deed was executed. 

[ am willing to place the most charitable con- 
struction on his mistake. I cannot possibly ac- 
count for itin any other way than this: he has 
heard it repeated by me that, if Roatan should 
prove geographically not to be one of the islands 
adjacent to what was called the viceroyalty of 
Guatemala, it would be without the treaty; and 
so, too, if it was one of the small islands desig- 
nated in the treaty of 1786, (which he negatived 
by his letter,) it belonged to Great Britain. I 
can appeal to the honorable Senator from Michi- 
eran, who often engaged in debate with me on this 
subjeci, to confirm what I have stated, as lam 


sure he will perfectly recollect the discussions to || 


which I have adverted, and the impressions which 
they left on his own mind. 

Mr. CASS. Thereare two clusters of islands, 
or rathera cluster of larger islands, and a cluster 
of islets. This cluster of islets is enumerated in 
the treaty which I have before me, a treaty be- 
twgen England and Spain in 1786, in which they 
are thus described: 

“The English nation shall enjoy the liberty of refitting | 
their merchant ships in the southern triangle, included be- 
tween the point of Cayo Casina, and the cluster of small 
islands which are situated opposite that part of the coast 
occupied by the cutters, at the distance of eight leagues from 
the river Wallis, seven from Cayo Casina, and three from 
the river Siboon.’?’ 

This little cluster ofislets is some twelve or four- 
teen leagues, I think, from Belize, and they have | 
been known as dependencies of Belize. The other 
islands arein the Bay of Honduras, two hundred, 
or two hundred and fifty, or three hundred miles 
from the Belize, for in regard to the distance the 
accounts differ; | do not know the distance. The 
principal of them is a large island called Roatan, 
seventy or eighty miles in extent, with very fine 
harbers, and it is a very important station fora 
commercial as well as a military marine. 

W hen the treaty was negotiated, the cluster of 
islets to which Ihave alluded, was the one referred 
to; for inthe very letter which the honorable Sen- | 
ator has read, the writer refers to the cluster of 
islets described in the treaty of 1786, and here | 
they are. There is no reference to the large 
islands in the Bay of Honduras two hundred or | 
three hundred miles off, which belong now to the 
State of Honduras. : | 


I merely wished to confirm the. statement of || 


the honorable Senator on that subject. There is | 
something in this matter that seems to me very 

incomprehensible. It is utterly impossible that 

the honorable Senator could have told Mr. Cramp- | 
ton such stuff; and if so, how does it happen that | 
this important fact, after a discussion of five or | 
six years, does not come out until this late day? | 
There must be some very strange misapprehen- | 
sion. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. Before this matter leaves | 
the possession of the Senate, I would ask the | 


| honorable Senator from Delaware what is the 


date of the letter of Mr. Crampton ? 

Mr.CLAYTON. January 7, 1854, is the date 
of the letter read by me. 

Mr. BENJAMLN. What is the date of the 
letter to the British Government? 

Mr. CLAYTON. The 3lst of March, 1856; 
about the time of the conversation between him | 
and me, in the presence of my friend from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. As given here, it pur- 
ports to be an extract from a letter of Mr. Cramp- 
ton. There may be some qualificauon. The parts 
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_ throw over this misapprehension some light; 5 


| language is: 


May 14, 


i 


ne 


of that letter which are not given here might 


ut 


I do not know anything at all about that, The 


**Mr. Clayton has, on various occasions since, in conve 
sation with me, stated that he considered Roatan as mnet 
a British possession as Jamaica, or any other British We : 
India islands.’? st 

In the conversation which I heard between 
those two gentlemen, and which seemed to be a 
full conversation—it was of considerable leng:h 
—the Senator from Delaware pressed him y a 
this point. He seemed to desire to have \, 
Crampton speak out. The Senator did not, jn 
that conversation at any rate, admit that Roatan 
was de jureand de facto a British possession ag 


| much as Jamaica. 


| prints. 





Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Crampton did not pre- 


| tend that it was. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. He did not pretend 
that it was, so far as I recollect. The simple 
fact, that it was known to this Government tijat 
the British had taken possession of it, was ad. 
mitted, as | understood; but that it was not coy. 
ered by the treaty, or that it was a British pos- 
session de jure or de facto, was not admitted, nor 
was it asserted, by Mr. Crampton; but the eon. 


| trary, as I understood, was clearly conceded ang 
| admitted. 


Mr. PRATT. [ wish to ask what evidence 


| have we of the authenticity of this letter? |; 
| seems to me that there must be some mistake 
| about it. 


I would inquire of the honorable Sep. 
ator from Delaware whether he has asked the 
British Minister whether this letter is authentic? 

Mr. CLAYTON. 1 have no knowledge at all 
of its authenticity. My attention was called to 


| it this morning, and I was never more astonished 
| in my life. 


I found it in the public prints. 
Mr. PRATT. Would it not have been the 


| better course for the honorable Senator to inquire 


of the Minister whether the letter be genuine be- 


| fore discussing it? 


Mr. CLAYTON. My first duty was to my- 
self, and that was, to show that the statement, no 
matter by whom made, was absolutely and en- 
tirely withoutfoundation. If Mr. Crampton never 
made such a statement, he is not injured; if he 
made such astatement, it is for him to explain it. 


|| | have no reason to doubt or deny the authenticity 


of the paper, though it does appear in the public 
It appears there, and until it is denied 
or disavowed | am bound to suppose that it isa 


| full extract from a letter sent by the Minister to 


his Government. 
that it 1s not so. 
Here the conversation dropped. 
Mr. CLAYTON subsequently rose and said: 
I desire to puta question to the honorable Senator 


I should be very happy to find 


| from New York, (Mr. Fisn.] During the year 


1854, in the month of January I think, I had a 
conversation with the British Minister here, in 
the course of which he referred to an important 
paper on the files of the British Legation, which 
established the fact that the Island of Roatan was 
not adependency of Belize. That paper | remem- 
ber very well; and some time during this last 
spring, prior to the conversation which has been 
referred to this morning, I had a conversation 
with my friend from New York in regard to it. I 
was then sick, and was not able to visit the British 
Minister, and therefore I requested my friend from 
New York to call on Mr. Crampton, and ask him 
if it was consistent with his duty, to let me see 
that paper, as it was an important one, and I did 
not see any reason why it should not be shown. 
My friend from New York called on the Briush 
Minister, and the Minister stated to him, as I 
understand, that he would himself see me on the 
subject. He cameand saw me. He did not sup- 
ply me with the paper; but the conversation which 
as been deste be myself and by my friend from 
Kentucky this morning then occurred. 
Now, as my friend from New York had re- 
posted conversations with the British Minister, 
Mr. Crampton, in reference to this point—how far 


| the American negotiator of the treaty of 1850 was 


committed to the British title in Roatan, I desire 
him to state what was the impression made on 
his mind when the British Minister returned to 
him on the same day after our conversation, and 
stated that he had seen me, and also stated to the 
Senator from New York his conversation with 
me. I wish to know whether the honorable 
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—— o ean TS 
Genator from New York did not distinctly under- 
wand from the British Minister, that he made no 
afession that L had ever admitted the British 
» to Roatan; and, on the contrary, whether he 
ad not expressly admit that L-had always denied 
che British title to that island ? 
“Mr. FISH. Mr. President, I regret to be 
called upon as a witness in this stage of this ques- 
tion. I can Oe ead persuade myself that there 
ce in the copy of the letter 








; not some mista 
which the honorable Senator from Delaware read 
‘his morning, purporting to have been written by 
Mr. Crampton to his Government. I am rather 
confirmed in this impression, from the appearance 
of the letter as published in the papers. On look- 


| 


neat it, I find that there are asterisks and italics, | 


which appear to me hardly consistent with the 


supposition that it is an aecurate copy of an | 


oficial diplomatic dispatch. 


Under the conviction that there must be some 
mistake with regard to this alleged letter, I should | 
prefer, sir, to have remained silent for the pres- | 
ent; but the call upon me, made by my honor- 
able friend, will not allow me to consult my own | 


inclination. 


Some time in the winter—probably in Feb- | 


ruary—while the Senator from Delaware was ill, 
Icalled to see him. I found him suffering, and, 


as | thought, very much excited by a speech of 


the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wirson,] | 


then recently made, and particularly that part 
of it wherein the Senator from Massachusetts 
referred to the British title to Roatan, and the 
supposed admission, on the part of the Senator 
from Delaware, when Secretary of State, of that 
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title, or the delivery to him of a letter from Sir || 


Henry Bulwer, asserting the title, which letter 
remained uncontradicted. We conversed freely, 
and very fully, upon the subject; and the con- 
clusion was that I called, at his request, on Mr. 


Crampton to ascertain the purport, and, if pos- | 


sible, to obtain a copy of a letter which [ think was 
from Mr. Woodson, superintendent of the Belize, 
which the Senator from Delaware stated had been 


shown to him by Mr. Crampton, the contents | 


and purport of which were stated to me by the 
Senator, according to his recollection thereof. 


Mr. Crampton was very frank and courteous, | 


as he always is. He stated that there was such 
a letter, and that he had shown it or stated its 
contents to the Senator. He could not conveni- 
ently lay his hand on it, but he represented the 
purport of it the same as the Senator from Del- 
aware had stated to me. The e had been a dis- 
cussion during a preceding session of Congress, 
in which te Senator from Michigan (Mr. Cass] 
and, I think, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Doveias] took part. This got into the papers 


° . . be . } 
there. Referring to this, Mr. Woodson stated in | 


this letter that there was a great misapprehension 
on the part of both Governments and in the Sen- 
ate with regard to the true claim of Roatan. 
said that the British title to Roatan was not that 
of a dependency of the Belize, but that their title, 
such as it might be, rested on a different founda- 
tion. That it was a dependency of the Belize so 
far as the necessities of certain settlers who were 
there,and who found themselves withoutany gov- 
ernment, had madeit necessary for them to apply 
to the Belize (the nearest British possession) for 
protection. The Governor of Belize promised 
to send them, and had sent them, or had commis- 
sioned a magistrate to keep the peace among 
them on their stipulating to pay the expenses. 

That the connection of Roatan with the Belize 
was one of convenience for municipal or police 
regulation, established by the colonial authorities, 
and not by the parent Government, resulting 
from the necessities to which | have referred, and 
not arising from the relation of a dependency or 
from identity of title. 

This, | understood from Mr. Crampton, was 
the purport of the letter. The Senator from 
Delaware was desirous to see it. Upon my sug- 
gestion to Mr. Crampton that he should call upon 
the Senator from Delaware, and take the letter 


_or communicate with him in regard to it, he 


promised todo so. I saw the Senator from Dela- 
ware again the same day, and told him what 
had passed between Mr. Crampton and myself. 
Within a day or two thereafter, the interview 
between Mr. Crampton and the Senator from 
Delaware, to which reference has been made, 
took place. On the samie day that it occurred, I 


He | 

















again saw Mr. Crampton, who told me that he 
had seen the Senator from Delaware, and had 
had a very pleasant conversation with him, and 
explained everything, as he believed, to his entire 
satisfaction. 

In the course of these two interviews Mr. 
Crampton undoubtedly stated that he understood 
perfectly well that the former Secretary of State 
(the Senator trom Delaware) always denied the 
British title to Roatan—that he never understood 
him, as the Senator from Massachusetts was 
reported to have represented him, as having 
admitted it either by assent or by implication. 

Mr. CLAYTON. That is the point. 

Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator is per- 
fectly confirmed in his statement by the dispatch 
of Lord Clarendon himself, who puts the British 
title to Roatan on the basis of ‘* spontaneous set- 
tlement.’? The honorable Senator from Delaware 
will recollect the expression in the correspond- 
ence. There is not one word in Lord Claren- 
don’s correspondence claiming ft as a dependency 
of the Belize but on this new right of ** sponta- 
neous settlement.’’ Thisis one of the discoveries 
which have been made, one after another, to fort- 
ify the determination to hold on to the Belize and 
to the whole country—treaty or no treaty. Driven 
from one position they have fallen back on 
another. Now, in the face of Lord Clarendon’s 
declaration, that they claimed Roatan on the 
ground of spontaneous settlement, it is claimed 
as a dependency of the Belize. Spontaneous set- 
tlement is a new foundation of British title. It is 
one which will carry us a great way. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Bareray, Assistant Clerk, announced that 
they had passed a bill (H. R. No. 322) granting 
public lands, in alternate sections, to the States 
of Florida and Alabama, to aid in the construc- 
tion of certain railroads in said States. ° 


LANDS FOR RAILROADS IN IOWA. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion of Air. CritrenpEeN to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill (H. R. No. 56) making a 
grant of land to the State of Lowa, to aid in the 
construction of certain railroads in said State, 
was passed. ‘The debate which occurred on this 
question yesterday was postponed for reasons 
which were then stated. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. 


versation with my 


It was as follows: 
I have had some con- 
distinguished friend from 


| Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen,] with my friend 


|| from Ohio, {Mr. Pueu,] and with other gentle- 


| men, who have satisfied me that | made use of 
| expressions yesterday, inrelation to Mr. Schenck, 


which were unbecoming the Senate, and which | 


| ought notto have made. I regret that Lused them. 


My relations with Mr. Schenck have been of a 
pleasant character heretofore. We have never had 
the least disagreement outside of the Senate; but 
I felt that the rights of my State were infringed 


| upon by outside influence, and I feel so now. If 


the dearest friend whom | have in Iowa were to 
come here, and say to me that he wanted me to 
include any other road in this bill than the roads 


| which are now in it, I would reject the propo- 


sition, and tell him to attend to his own business; 


| that lam the representative of the people of Lowa, 


and am held responsible by them for what I 
do. I would not listen to his proposition, or any 
other. 

I regret the heat which I exhibited yesterday. 
It was the consequence of an excitement which 


| had been upon me for four days, which prevented 


me every night from sleeping, and which com- 

lied me to resort to morphine to settle my nerves. 
Phelieve that, previous to yesterday morning, | 
had taken almost enough morphine to have killed 
a man under ordinary circumstances. Regretting 
the remarks which I made, I hope my rriends 
from Ohio and Kentucky will be satisfied with 
the explanation which I have made, and especi- 
ally as I directed the reporters of the Senate 
to omit from publication the severe animadver- 


sions which I had made against their friend Mr. | 


Schenck. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am very glad 


| that my friend from lowa has not only put himself 


| 


stand is a very honorable man—Mr. Schenck; 
and it must be very gratifying to the Senate. 


ee 


| donation. 
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| That my friend from Iowa should have exhibited 


some warmth of feeling is net at all strange or 
unnatural. I think f should have been betrayed 
under similar circumstances into a like excess of 
heat; and I think my distinguished friend from 
Kentucky, with all his equanimity, would have 
manifested something of the same feeling under 
similar circumstances. 

What is the question before us, Mr. President? 
It is the reconsideration of a bill passed in both 
branches of Congress by an almost unprecedented 
majority. Upon what ground is it assumed that 
this reconsideration ought to take place? The 
reconsideration is based upon a memorial pre- 
sented by Mr. Schenck, who ts the representative 
of a railroad now being constructed in the State 
of lowa. I submit tothe Senat 


e,and particularly 
to the distinguished 


from Kentucky, 
whether that 1s not a litte extraordinary. Here 
is a bill passed by the Congress of the United 
States, granting alternate sections of land for 
four railroads within the limits of lowa. Why 
did the Congress of the United States pass the 
bill? They did it upon petitions from the Legis- 
lature of lowa, praying Congress to grant alter- 
nate sections of land for this purpose, but notas + 
If you put it on the rround of dona- 
tion, I should never have voted fora single railroad 
bill. Ido not regard such a grantas a donation. 
I hold that the Government of the United States 
receives a full equivalent for every acre of land 
that it cedes to the States for the purpose of con- 
structing railroads. The Legislature of Iowa, 
following the example of other States, memori- 
| alized the Congress of the United States to grant 
them alternate sections of the public land for four 
roads named in the bill. Have the Legislature 
of lowa ever petitioned for a grant of land for 
this railroad of Mr. Schenck? If so, it has 
escaped my observation. I do not know that 
| they have; I do not think that they have. Have 
the citizens of lowa come here memorializing and 
| praying Congress to grant alternate sections of 
| land to that road? 1 am not aware that they 
have. 
In regard to the roads for which we have agreed 


Senator 


| to grant land by this bill, individual citizens and 
| the State of Iowa have come here asking that 


the grants might be made. In obedience to these 


| memorials, the House of Representatives took up 


the question; they examined it in all its details; 
and after a full investigation they came to the 
conclusion that it was their duty and the interest 
| of the United States to grant the prayer of the 
petitions. They accordingly passed a bill grant- 
|} ing alternate sections for these four roads, and 
they sent itto us. Now,sir, whois the guardian 
| of the rights of the country? Are not the mem- 
bers of the House of Repre sentatives and of the 
| Senate, ina legislative sense, the peculiar guardians 
of the rights of the country, particularly in the 
| administration of the funds of the Government? 
| The House investigated the subject, passed this 
bill, and sentittous. After an investigation— 
after debate, it was taken up afd passed by an 
overwhelming majority of this body. Thereupon 
| Mr. Schenck comes in and enters his protest 
| against the solemn legislation of the Congress of 
the United States, enacted in accordance with the 
expressed will of the people to be affected by it 
I shall not speak unkindly; | shall not say that 
this is Seemed but | must be allowed to say that 
itdoes not comport very well with my impressions 
| of the nicest sense of delicacy. That, however, is 
| a matter of taste. That the Senators from lowa 
| should have felt some indignation is very natural. 
| Here isa man, nota resident of the State of lowa, 
having no interest in it as a citizen, who comes 
| tous remonstrating against the express will of 
the Legislature of the State, and against the eon- 
current testimony of the Representatives and Sen- 
ators of that State, and against the voice of the 
Congress of the United States. 
My objection to the motion to reconsider is 
predicated in part upon the fact to which I have 
alluded. Now I wish to present a case for the 
consideration of my friend from Kentucky. Let 
| me suppose that Kentucky, through her Legisla- 


|| ture and the petitions of her citizens, (presuming 


that there were pubiic lands in that State,) had 


1] asked the Congress of the United States tor a 
right, but has put right a gentleman who I under- | 


grant of alternate sections of land for the con- 





|| struction of roads through that State. The Con- 
|| gress of the United States, taking up the memo- 
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rial of the Legislature of Kentucky and the peti- 
tions of her citizens, investigate the subject, come 
to the conclusion that the prayer ought to be 
vranted, and pass a bill granting it. Suppose, 
then, that [,orsome much more distinguished man 
from the State of Tennessee, should come into 
the Senate the next day and cuter a protest in the 
form of a memorial, and ask Congress to reverse 
its decision, because I, living in ‘Tennessee, have 
an interestin a railroad which 1 desire to con- 
struct in the State of Kentucky, and | want my 
interest to be respected ; I want my feelings to be- 


come predominant, and the whole legislation of 


the Congress of the United States to be set aside 
or modified to suit my particular views—now, I 
ask my very distinguished friend from Kentucky, 
what would be his feelings towards me on that 
oceasion? Why, sir, if sucha petition came here 
under those circumstances, | know how it would 
be received by him. It would be met by just 
such an indignant shake of the head as he alone 
of all men on earth could give; and, sir, when he 
came to meet it—when he came to contest it, he 
would not speak fifteen minutes with the tre- 
mendous torrent of invective and denunciation 
which he could so well employ, against the out- 
rage attempted to be perpetrated upon his con- 
stituents and the dignity of his State, unul, i 
sheer protection for myself, I should call upon 
the mountains and rocks to fall upon me, and to 
hide me from his indignant contempt. ‘That is 
just the way, I am sure, in which the distin- 
guished Senator from Kentucky would treat ine 
under circumstances of this kind. o 

But, Mr. President, that is notthe point which I 
wish tomake. Idonothold that Mr. Schenck has 
any right tocomplain ofany injustice done to him. 
What wrong has he suffered? Assuming that 
he may, without any violation of the principles 
of modesty, come here protesting against the 
action of Congress, upon what ground of jus- 
tice will he predicate his demands for a hearing? 
lL ask how is he or his road affected by this legis- 
tion? To take up his memorial and look at it, 
one would suppose that the rights of that road 
were to be sacrificed and obliterated. Not at all. 


[do not hold thatany of these roads has an in- 
a, Se right over any other, or that it has 


inalienable rights which are not to be encroached 
upon by others. The company represented by 
Mr. Schenck, it is said, have secured a charter 


from the Legislature of lowa to build a road. | 


Upon what ground? Upon the ground that they 
want to build it, and have the ability to build it. 
Then let them build it. But they want public 


lands, and he says they expected to get them. If 


they fail to get public lands, the argument is, that 
he is not willing that other roads should get them, 
illustrating the iable—I do not use the illustration 
in an offensive sense to him—of the dog in the 
manger, Who could not eat the hay, and would 
not permit the ox toeat it. He has obtained no 
land for his road, and probably can get none for it, 
and he is, therefore, protesting against land being 
granted for the ether roads. 

3ut more than that; 1 maintain that he has no 
right to complain in any sense whatever. There 
is NO such contiguity between these roads as jus- 
tifies any complaint. How far is his contemplated 
rvad from the one nearest to it which is provided 
for in the bill? I have examined the map, and 
from the best information which I can get, not 
only from that but from other sources, [ find the 
truth to be that, from the Burlington road to that 
of Mr. Schenck, the distance is between thirty 
and forty miles; and from Mr. Schenck’s to the 
Davenport road the distance is forty miles. ‘Then 
his road is between thirty and forty miles from 
any other. Will any one here pretend to say 
that it is the policy, either of this Government or 
of the States, to limit the constPuction of roads to 
a distance of forty or fifty miles apart? In my 
Suite it was attempted, but no one ever dared to 
fix the limit beyond twenty miles; and even to 
that limited extent experience has demonstrated 


the folly and uselessness of such restrictions. If 


roads are necessary, they will be made even at 
distances much less than twenty milesapart. Here 
Mr. Schenck’s road is about forty miles from the 
nearest one provided for in the bill. Then, why 
should he object to having land granted to these 
other roads? 


{f he thinks that his road is entitled to a grant 


States to grant him alternate sections of land? 
If he will do that, I shall give his application a 
respectful consideration; and if I become satisfied 
that it is right and proper, and that the interest 
of the Government will be promoted by it, I shall 
vote to give to his road alternate sections; but 1 
am not willing to do it on the pretext before us, 
because it is caleulated—whether so intended or 
not—to defeat the passage of this bill, which has 
been struggled for through adverse circumstances, 
as you know, sir, during the last six or eight 
y‘ ars. 

But, further, Mr. President, I find that the ex- 
treme southern road named in this bill has a direct 
connection with a railroad already completed 
through the State of Illinois, and finished up to 
that point. ‘There is no conjecture about it; the 
road is actually constructed. - Then we come to 
the road commencing at Davenport. There isa 
road finished wit#in twenty-five or thirty miles 
of that point, running in adirect line toit. Then 
you come to the lines of road at Dubuque, and 
there you find two roads from Chicago passing 
through that extended region of country of the 
utmost productiveness. Thus, it will be per- 
ceived that all the roads provided for in this bill 
connect with other works east of them. There 
is @ manifest propriety and necessity—there is 
good sense and policy in the United States grant- 
ing alternate sections of land to these roads. 
These facts show that the grant is not for roads 
beginning nowhere and ending nowhere. 

Now, I desire to know with what road does the 
one proposed by Mr, Schenck connect? Is there 
any road built from any point, connecting with 
his? Ihave the map before me,and I find a dotted 
line to indicate Mr. Schenck’s road, showing that 
it is merely a projected road, not constructed. 
There is no guarantee that it ever can, or ever will, 
be gonstructed. Itis a continuation of an air-line 
fantasy , whereby it is expected to build the road 
and make connections ultimately with other rail- 
ways. 

ThenI maintain that on every prineiple of safety 
and justice, the Congress of the United States has 


' done right in making grants of Jand for the roads 


provided for in the bill, forming a connection with 
lines of railway, through a vast extent of country, 
passing through many States. It is in that view 


that I think the Senate of the United States ought | 
not for a single moment to entertain the idea of |! 


granting a rehearing of this —e As we 


have passed this bill, let it stand. 


Let Mr. Schenck come here with his represent- || 
ations, petitions, and memorials; and let us give | 


them a fair, candid, impartial, and honest investi- 
gation. Then, if it turns out that those whom he 
represents are entitled to a grant of land, I shall 
be ready to vote it; but I will not embarrass this 
bill, or endanger its passage by putting on any 
such amendment. 

Mr. FOOT. Mr. President, I shall be content 
with a very brief statement of facts which I think 


have a material bearing on the question now | 


before the Senate. The motion is, to reconsider 


_ the vote by which the House bill, making grants 


of alternate sections of land for the construction 
of four roads through the State of lowa, as indi- 
cated in that bill, was passed on Friday last. I 


shall vote for the reconsideration, not with any | 


hostile intent towards the measure; not with any 
view to defeat a fair, and just, and liberal appro- 


the construction of her railroads; but I think 
enough has already been disclosed, in the brief 


bill should undergo the consideration and careful 
examination of a standing committee of this 


statements which have been made on this floor— 
with a view, if possible, to reconcile any conflict- 
ing interests which may exist in respect to the 


various grants of land proposed to be made for || 


railroads in that State. 

What does the bill which we passed in such 
hot haste on Friday last, and which had never 
been discussed or considered in either House of 
Congress, propose? I say, and will show ina 
short time, that it is a new bill entirely—one 


of land, why dees he not come here witha peti- | which: has never before been presented to the 


L GLOBE. 


tion from the Legislature of Lowa, or from citi- || consideration of either House of Congr 
zens of lowa, and ask the Congress of the United |, which has never been presented to the 


| 

|, be sustained at all, sir. 
|, to consult the interest of lowa alone, we should 
| make her a bonus for the construction of no more 
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' . . : consider. 
ation of any committee of either House of Coy. 


gress—one which was never recommended by 
the Legislature of Iowa. That I will show a 
yond question or controversy. : 

What is the bill that was before us, a Motion 
to reconsider the passage of which is now under 
consideration? Why, sir, it presents us with 
the startling, not to say preposterous, propogi- 
tion, on the very face of it, to aid, by the bounty 
of the Government, in the construction of fou, 
parallel lines of railroad through the whole length 
east and west, of the State of lowa. The whole 
length of that State, east and west, is about three 
hundred miles. The breadth of the State is two 
hundred miles—-I think the geography says ex. 
actly two hundred gnd eight miles. Is not that 
rather a liberal proposition, which proposes to 
construet four parallel roads, of three hundred 
miles length each, within the limits of a single 
State? The distance from the northern tu the 
southern road, as indicated in this bill, is not 
over one hundred miles. The proposition, then, 
is to build four parallel lines of road through this 
State within a breadth of about one hundred 
miles. To me, sir, it seems not only a startling 
proposition, but a most wild and chimerical un. 
dertaking. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Do I understand 
the Senator to say that it is but one hundred 
miles from Dubuque to Burlington ? 

Mr. FOOT. I do not compute the distance b 
the river, which is very wah more (by the de- 
tours necessary in consequence of the windings 
in the river) than the average distance between 
the different: lines as they run through the length 
of the State. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I[ desire to get at 
the facts. The map before me shows a very dif- 
ferent state of things. 

Mr. FOOT. I do not question the accuracy 
of the honorable Senator’s statement of the dis- 

| tance between Burlington and the point at which 
the air-line road crosses the river between Bur- 
lington and Davenport. I presume the distance 
as to these places 1s stated correctly; but that is 
no indication of the average distance of these 
several roads, one from the other, through their 
entire length. I will state here that, from the map 
before me, from the General Land Office, it ap- 
— that the two southern lines indicated in this 
vill are so near together that, in taking alternate 
sections of the public land within the range of 
fifteen.miles, they lap one upon the other almost 
the entire distance. That fact I show you from 
the map now before me from the Land Oflice. 
That, of course, shows them to be within thirty 
miles of each other. In taking the alternate sec- 
| tions within the range of fifteen miles, they will 
lap one upon the other, and entirely shut out this 
| American Central railroad, as it is designated in 
general terms. This is one of the obvious ob- 
jections to this bill. It infringes upon, and im- 
pairs, if it does not utterly destroy, the rights of 
other parties, and who are entitled to your pro- 
tection. At any rate, they have a right to invoke 
the good faith of the Government to protect their 
interests against any such invasion under the 
sanction of its own acts. 

Now, in the first place, I have to say that it is 
a wild and chimerical scheme to attempt to con- 

| struct four parallel roads within one hundred miles 


| in any State, and above all in a new and com- 
priation of public lands, in order to aid Iowa in || 


paratively unsettled State. I undertake to say 
| these roads cannot be built even with the bonus 


j || by the Government of these alternate sections of 
discussion which has been had upon the motion | 
' for reconsideration, toshowits necessity. Abund- || 
ant reason has already been disclosed why this | 


public lands; and if they could be built, what 
_would they be worth? They would be utterly 
bankrupt and worthless—ruinous to the stock- 


| holders and even to the bondholders. There are 
| no two parallel roads in the most thickly settled, 
body, in order to reconcile the various conflicting || 


most populous, and most wealthy sections of the 


|| country, within the range of twenty-five, or thirty, 


| or forty miles, that pay a dividend; and many of 
| them : not even pay the interest on their bonds. 

How are four roads to be sustained within this 
_ breadth of one hundred miles? They could not 
I say then, if we were 


than two roads, at the outside. Perhaps two 
roads might be constructed with advantage to 
| the State, and without ruin to the stockholders. 








l4 


a, 
—— 


“One 
der. 
S9n- 
| by 
' be. 


ition 
rd: r 
With 
08]. 
Inty 
four 
eth, 
10le 
hree 
two 
} eX. 
that 
S to 
dred 
ngle 

the 
not 
hen, 
this 
dred 
ling 
| un- 


tand 
dred 


e by 
 de- 
ings 
veen 
ngth 


et at 


dif: 


racy 
dis- 
hich 
Bur- 
ance 
at is 
hese 
their 
map 
t ap- 
this 
‘nate 
e of 
most 
from 
flice. 
urty 
see- 
will 
this 
ed in 
: ob- 
im- 
ts of 
pro- 
voke 
their 
- the 


it is 
con- 
niles 
som- 
say 
onus 
is of 
v hat 
erly 
ock- 
> are 
tled, 
f the 
irty, 
ry of 
nds. 
this 
| not 
were 
ould 
nore 
two 
e to 
lers. 


1856. 


Oo —————_————— 





erie fi 1] 
Where you attempt to construct four roads par- || 
aljel to each other, and within so short a distance, | 
no capitalists can be found blind enough, or stu- 
id enough, to invest money in either of them. 
Even if they could be built, all our railroad ex- | 
perience In this country assures us that they | 
sould not do a sustaining business. 

It is altogether a mistake-in gentlemen—and I 
-yst the Senate will not be misled by that state- 
sent—to attribute to the Committee on Public | 
Lands, or any member opposing. the passage of 
jis bill, the purpose of bringing another line of 
-oad within the bill. There is no such es 
on the part of any one. The utmost that [ would 
propose would be to substitute one road for these | 
‘wo southern lines, and f{ would substitute the 
main line of road, in which the parties who pro- 
wogt arainst the passage of this bill are interested. 
That is to say, [I would unite the two southern | 
ines of road named in the bill, with the central | 
air-ine road, and upon terms which should equally | 
subserve the public interest, and do exact justice | 
to all the parties. 

Much stress has been laid by the Senator from 
fowa, and by the Senator from Tennessee, this 
morning, upon the fact assumed—not upon the 
fact in reality existing, but upon the fact assumed | 
—ihat the roads provided for in the bill which 
we have passed are in pursuance of the instruc- 
tions of tne Legislature of lowa. That is totally | 
incorrect. Not one line of the four roads described 
in this bill conforms to the description of the || 
different roads prayed for by the Legislature of 
fowa, in her resolutions upon that subject, and 
inher instructions to her Senators and Represent- 
atives inCongress. In the first place,I will read || 
the description of the four roads proposed to be || 
built through the State of Iowa, and for which | 
they asked donations of the public lands to aid 
in their eonstruction. The first one is described || 
in their memorial, which was presented to this || 
body on December 12, 1853, in these words: 
“ Your memorialists, the General Assembly of the State | 
of Iowa, respectfully represent, that the great interests of 
the State of Lowa, and of the nation at large, will be greatly 
advanced by the construction of a railroad from the city of 
Burlington, and the city of Keokuk, to some convenient | 

point of junction northeast of the Des Moines river, thence 


on the most feasible route to a point on the Missouri river, 
at or near the mouth of Platte river.”’ 


The description in this bill of this line of road | 
IS? 

“That there be, and is hereby, granted to the State of | 
fowa, for the purpose of aiding in the construction of rail- 
roads from Burlington’’>— 

Not from Burlington and Keokuk, according to 
the terms of the resolution of the Legislature, 
and the instructions to her representatives here, 
but— 

“From Burlington, on the Mississippi river, to a point | 
on the Missouri river, near the mouth of the Platte river.”? 

The memorial of the Legislature of Lowa asks | 
for donations of &lternate sections of public land 
for the construction of a railroad from Keokuk 
and from Burlington, meeting in some common 
point at some distance west, and then running 
upon acommon line to the Missouri river, near | 
the mouth of the Platte river; thus varying from | 
the instruction of the Legislature, and from what 
that Legislature has asked of Congress in that 
particplar. 

There is a more glaring disparity between the 
second road, as described in the bill, and that || 
which is asked for by the Legislature of Iowa. | 
The second road is the next north of this air-line 
central road. I ask the particular attention of 
Senators to the description in the bill which we 
have passed, and which was said by Senators the | 
other day to be in conformity with the instruc- || 
= of the Legislature of lowa. It is as fol- 

ows: 


“From the city of Davenport, via Iowa City and Fort 
Des Moines, to Council Bluffs.”? 
That is the line of road described in the bill 
which we have passed. What did the Legisla- 
ture of lowa ask for? What did they instruct || 
their Senators and Representatives to insist upon? | 
I will read from their memorial: 
“That for several years the people of this State have peti- | 


toned your honorable body for a grant of land to aid in the 
“oustruction of a railroad from Davenport’’— 


a Beginning at the same point as that in the bill 
oes— 


“in Scott county, by the way of Muscatine, in Muscatine i 


Mit? 2° some point at or near Council Bluffs, on the 
“issouri river,’? 
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|| entirely a new bill. 


|| from the committee. 


_ construction of any such road. 


| I invite special attention to this —— 








Now let me point out the difference on the map 
between this road, as indicated in the bill, and that 
asked for by the Legislature of Iowa. When 
gentlemen lay so much stress upon the propriety 
of our adhering to the instructions and memorials 
of the State of lowa, and of granting what she 
asks, and in the manner she asks it, let us see 
how near we have conformed, in our action in the 
passage of that bill, to her request. The road 
described in the bill begins at Davenport; and, 
according to the description of the bill, runs to 
Iowa City and Fort Des Moines, and thence to 
Council Bluffs. That is the line of road as de- 
scribed in the bill which we have passed, starting 
from Davenport and running to Council Bluffs— 
beginning and ending at the same point as re- 
quested by the Iowa Legislature, and for which 
her Senators are instructed to ask grants of land. 
3ut instead of running to lowaCity, the Legis- 
lature asked for a road running down to Musca- 
tine, and from that point towards Washington, 
on this line as indicated by the map, to Council 
Bluffs, and from some point near Washington to 
the Missouri river, thus running along the iden- 
tical line now covered by the American Central 
road, upon which we have infringed, and which 
we have utterly crowded out by the bill which 
we have passed. ; 

We are asking you, they, to conform in your 
action to the request and instructions of the Legis- 
lature of Iowa, so far forth as to run the line of 
this road on the route of the road now ¢alled the 


If you follow the instructions 
of the Legislature—if you are obedient to these 
instructions—you will adopt, in the main, almost 


| the entire length of this line which constitutes 


the western portion of this Central road. 
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|| American Central line, in pursuance of the very | 
|| instructions of the Legislature which you are pro- 
| fessing to obey. 


Again: the bill which we have passed provides | 
for the construction of a road from Lyons, as | 


indicated by a pencil mark on the map before ge, 
to the Missouri river. 
Legislature of lowa—no resolutions from her 
Legislature—no action of her LeSislature—and no 


No instructions from the | 


bill ever before presented to Congress—embraced | 


that road, or any part of it. 


House of Congress. It has never been considered 
and discussed atlength before its passage in either 
House; for this bill, let me say ann passed the 
House without debate or explanation, under the 
previous question. It was not originally reported 
Another and an entirely 
different bill came from the committee. 


This is almost | 
It has never been presented | 
|| to the consideration of a committee of either 


The bill || 


which passed the House and came to us, was | 
moved as a substitute for that bill; the previous 
question was sprung upon it, and it passed with- | 


out discussion. I know of many votes which 
were given for it under an entire misapprehension 
of its character. 


themselves of the Houscof Representatives. 


I have been told so bymrembers 


Again, the fourth road, as described in the bill | 


| which we have passed, runs from Dubuque, on 


the Mississippi river, in a direction towards the 


| northwestern part of the State, to a point on the | 
Missouri river near Sioux City. Have the Legis- | 
| lature of lowa ever asked for any such road as | 
| that? Never. The Senator from 
been called upon by his Legislature to ask of | 


Congress alternate sections of public lands for the 
Let me read the 
description of this road in the bill which we have 
passed: 


‘‘ From the city of Dubuque toa point on the Missouri 


river near Sioux City.’’ 

There is no controversy but that the upper line 
on the map before me indicates the direction of 
that road, according to the description of the bill. 
What have,the Legislature of lami asked for? 
I read a 
resolution of the Legislature of lowa which was 
peareaeer here, and ordered to be printed, Decem- 

er 12th, 1853, which is in these words: 


‘That our Senators in Congress be instructed, and our 
Representatives requested, to use their best exertions to 
procure a grant of land from the General Government to aid 


| in the construction of a railroad from McGregor’s Landing, 
| in Clayton county, on the Mississippi river, to the Missouri | 


river at or near the mouth of the Big Sioux river, in this 
State.” 
Where isthe line of road prayed for by that res- 
olution? Not from Dubuque, but from McGre- 
; : A 
gor’s landing, which is far up above Dubuque, on 


owa has rever | 
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the Mississippi river, and above the mouth of the 


Wisconsin river, running off westward! y to Sioux 
City. This line would indicate it, [pointing it 
outon themap.] The Legislature did memorial- 
ize Congress for an appropriation of land, to aid 
in the censtruction of a road from Dubuque—to 
what point? To Siour City? No. To the mouth 
of Platte river? No. To any of those points 
above Council Bluffs? No. But toa place called 
Kanesville. Where is Kanesville? I will ask the 
Senator from Iowa where Kanesville is. I do not 
find it indicated on the map. 

Mr. HARLAN. Council Bluffs and Kaness 
ville are the same thing. 

Mr. FOOT. So I supposed. 
morial of the Legislature: 

“Your memorialists would, therefore, respectfully ask 
of your honorable body an appropriation of land in alternate 
sections, equal to six sections per mile, to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from Dubuque, on the Mississippi 
river, to a point on the Missouri river, at or near Kanesville, 
in the county of Potawatomie, by the way of Fort Des 
Moines.”’ 

The road, then, for which the Legislature of 
lowa have asked aid, starting from Dubuque, 
instead of running to Sioux City, as the road does 
provided for in the bill which we have passed; 


This is the me- 


, 


was to run from Dubuque,in a southwesterly 
direction, to Fort Des Moines, and thence to Coun- 
cil Bluffs, called in the memorial Kanesville. That 
is the road prayed for by the Legislature of Iowa. 
The road for which we have gganted land in the 
bill, and which Senators say and urge upon us as 
an argument for its passage, as being in accord- 
ance with the wishes and prayer of the Legisla- 
ture, runs in anentirely different direction. The 
road laid down in the bill forms no part of the 
road which the State asked for, starting from 
Dubuque. Instead of running down to Council 
Bluffs, it runs up to Sioux City, and through a 
section of country where vacant lands are more 
abundant. 

Senators, I put the question to you all, is not 
thig a case, at least, proper for an investigation 
by a committee of your body? Are you quite 
certain that you have conformed your action to 
the wishes of the Legislature of Iowa, as ex- 
pressed through her memorials and resolutions? 
Are you certain that you have not infringed upon 
other and vested rights? You would do no such 
thing as that knowingly and wittingly. If you 
have done it, you have done it by an act of hasty 


| and inconsiderate legislation. If you are satisfied 


| interested. 


of this, I doubt not you will reconsider your ac- 
tion. We are not asking for an additional road 
to the four already provided for in the bill. We 
are not asking you to disregard the expressed 
wishes of the Legislature of lowa, but we rather 
ask you to conform to their wishes, as they have 
expressed them in the memorials which I have 
read to you. We are not asking you to enlarge 
the number of roads in Iowa, as some gentlemen 
have studiously asserted all through this discus- 


| sion; but, on the contrary, we are asking you 


to reduce the number designated in the bill by 
uniting, at least, two of them, together with the 
air-line road, in one common trunk line. 

I have shown that you have departed essentially, 
in respect to every Tine of these roads, from the 
instructions of the Legislature for whose voice 
you profess so much respect. [have shown you, 
and the map before me from the Land Office will 
show you, that the two southern roads, one start- 
ing from Burlington, and the other from Daven- 
port, lap one upon the other, and supplant this 
great American Central line—a road in which the 
people of Iowa, the people of Illinois, and the 
people of Indiana, all along the line, are deeply 
It is a national road—it possesses the 
characteristics of a national road—subserves the 
interests of the people of lowa more extensively, 
more directly, and far better, than these two roads 
would do if they could ever be built. I repeat, 
again, if you build these two southern parallel 


| roads—without reference to the two northern 
| roads—within twenty-five or thirty miles of each 


other, through a length of three hundred miles, 
both of them will become bankrupt and useless, 
One road might subserve the interests of the 
southern part of Iowa, and the public interests 
generally. One road might live, but two roads 


' would not do business enough, I undertake to tell 


you—and I speak from some experience in these 
railroad matters—to pay the current expenses of 
running them. 
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These roads mustall be begun, built, and com- 

leted within ten years, by the terms of your bill. 
Vr these roads were completed now, and your 
population and business doubled and quadrupled, 
they would not pay the salaries of the officers of 
th. different roads. Is it not better, then, to make 
your bonus, if you are to make one, for the con- 
struction of these railroads, to one, or possibly 
two roads, which will subserve every public 
interest, and every material interest in the State 
of Lowa, and willdo a living business if they do 
not pay dividends? There are few-roads in this 
country paying dividends, even between the most 
populous cities, ‘The first mortgage bonds of the 
great Hlinois Central Railroad Company are now 
selling in the market at erghty-seven cents to the 
dollar. You could not sell the bonds of any one 
of the four parallel roads within the breadth of 
one hundred miles, in any marketin this country, 
or of Europe, for a song—you could not sell 
them at Esau’s price for his birth-right. 

Mr. President, this is hardly the appropriate 
time to go into a general discussion of the merits 
of this bill. The simple question now involved 
in the motion to reconsider is, whether we shall 
have an examination of this subject by an appro- 
priate committee. ; 

The morning hour having expired, the honor- 
able gentleman from Vermont yielded the floor, 
and the further consideration of the subject was 
postponed until to-day; and on its resumption 
this morning, he concluded his speech thus: 

Mr. President, when | was interrupted yes- 
terday morning in the course of my remarks 
upon the motion before us, by the call for the 
special orders, | had been endeavoring to show 
that the bill under consideration was an entire 
departure In respect to all the various lines of 
roads described in it, from the instructions and 
memorials of the Legislature of Iowa. TIT read to 
vou, from each of these memorials, the location 
and course of direction of cach one of those roads, 
for the construction of which the aid of the Gen- 
eral Government was prayed for by that State. 
I compared with those several descriptions the 
several roads as luid down and defined in the bill 
before us, and pointed out wherein consisted the 
discrepancy, and showed, I think beyond ques- 
tion, that the programme of this bill is entirely 
different in almost every particular from the roads 
asked for by the Legislature of that State. [said 
this in answer to the assertion made at the time 
When the bill was first under consideration, that 
it was in conformity to, and in pursuance of, 
the instructions of the Legislature of that State. 
That was urged, and urged forcibly, as an argu- 
ment in favor of the immediate passage of the 
bill without a reference. 

It was also said that this bill was similar in 
character, if‘not identical, with former bills which 
had been time and again before us, considered by 
our committee, and passed by this House. | will 
now proceed to show the discrepancy between 
the former bill—for there never has been more 
than one, and that was twice before this body, 
and twice passed—and the one now under con- 
sideration. [ will do it as briefly as I can, for I 
am well aware of the urgent impatience of the 
Senate to dispose of this question, and to proceed 
to the consideration of other business. 

That bill was first introduced near the opening 
of the first session of the last Congress—pre- 
sented, # think, on the 12th of December, 1833. 
At that time the Elon. Mr. Dodge, of Lowa, the 
colleague and friend of the honorable Senator 
from that State, [Mr. Jongs,] was then a mem- 
ber of this body, and chairman of the Committee 
on Public Lande. Early in the session he gave 
notice that he should ask leave to introduce a bill 
ito this body extending the aid of the General 
Government towards the construction of several 
railroads within that State, in pursuance of the 
instructions of its Legislature. In pursuance of 
that notice, the bill was introduced and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and deliber- 
ately and fully considered by them. It was re- 
ported back to this body, and passed this Scnate, 
and was sent down to the House of Representa- 
tives. I hold a copy of that bill in my hand. 

_ Now, sir, upon examination and comparison, 
tt will be found that that bill, in the location and 





of the four roads for which it provided, was in 


i 
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memorials, resolutions, and instructions of the 
State of Iowa. I will read in their order the 
descriptions of these several roads as expressed 
in the bill introduced by General Dodge in Decem- 
ber, 1853; and will read in connection with it the 
description of the same roads (where there is any 
degree of sameness between them) in the billnow 
before us, and point out to the Senate the discrep- 
ancies. 


The first road described in the only bill ever 


before us for carrying out the instructions of the 
Legislature of Lowa in asking the aid of the Gen- 
eral Government for the construction of roads 
within the limits of that State, is defined in these 
words: 

“From the city of Burlington and the city of Keokuk to 
some couvenient point of junction northeast of the Des 
Moines river, thence on the most feasible route to a point 
on the Missouri river, at or near the mouth of Piatte river.”’ 

It will be recollected that this description is in 
exact conformity with, and almost in the exact 
terms of, the memorial of that Legislature, asking 
the aid of the Government for the construction 
of that line of road. How does it differ from 
the road named in this bill ?—and this road more 
nearly conforms with the instructions of the Legis- 
lature, and with the road defined in the original 
bill introduced by General Dodge, than either the 
other three roads. There is buta slight departure 
in this road, as described and laid down in the 
bill of 1853, and the bill now before us. The 
difference is in this particular: The road in the 
original bill started from two points—Burlington 
and Keokuk—coming together ata common point, 
neara town called Washington, some miles west, 
and thence running in nearly a direct line to the 
Missouri river, near the mouth of the Platte. 

There is this difference between the southern 
line of road, as laid down and defined in the bill 
before us, and that which was laid down and de- 
fined in the other and only bill upon this subject 
th has ever been before this body, in that the 
present bill provides for no road starting from 


| Keokuk, as the former bill did. The next in order 


is thus described In the bill which formerly passed 
this dody: 

** From the city of Davenport, in Scott county, by the way 
of the city of Muscatine, in Muscatine county, to Council 
Bluffs, on the Missouri river: Provided, That said road go 
by the way of Kanesville.”’ 

There is a very material disparity between the 
road here described and that described in the bill 
now before us. The second road, as I may de- 
nominate it, is described in the bill before us as 
follows: 

“From the city of Davenport, via Iowa City and Fort 
Des Moines, to Council Bluffs.”’ 

In the former bill it is from ‘* Davenport, by 
way of the city of Muscatine,’’ running far south 


of the route as laid down and defined in the | 
| former bill, and as prayed for by the Legislature 


of the State of Lowa. 1 will point out the differ- 
ence by the map shortly. 
The third road, described in the former bill to 


| carry out the objects and prayer of the Legisla- 


| the Missouri, at or near Kanesville, in the county of Pota- | 


| the same place. 
for which the State of lowa asked the aid of the 


ture, is thus described: 


**From Dubuque, on the Mississippi river, to a point on 


wotamie, by way of Fort Des Moines.” 


We understand from the Senators from Iowa | 


that Kanesville and Council Bluffs are one and 
Bear in mind, sir, that the road 


| Government in its construction leaves Dubuque 


| running in a southwesterly direction, by Fort 


Des Moines, to Council Bluffs. The correspond- 


ing road, in the bill before us, leaves the city of | 


Dubuque, and, instead of running in this direc- 


tion, as defined in the former bill, and in ac@érd- || 


ance with the instructions of the Legislature, 
swings up towards the north, and strikes the 
Missouri river some one hundred and fifty miles 
from the western terminus as defined and laid 
down in the former bill, and as asked for by the 
Legislature of lowa. This road as laid down in 
the present bill leaves the old track and direc- 
tion as laid down in the former bill; and yet the 


honorable Senator from lowa [Mr. Jones} ven- | 


tured to tell the Senate, when this bill was urged 
to its passage, that they were identical. It was 


wit at t | an inadvertent or inconsiderate statement on his 
direction, the beginning and termination of each | part, no doubt. 


The fourth road for which the aid of the Gov- 


exact conformity with, and in pursuance of, the | ernment has been asked, and which was provided 





for in the former bill, passed by this body and 
sent to the House of Representatives, is this de. 
scribed: 

“From MeGregor’s Landing, in Clayton c 
Mississippi river?”— ‘ 

A point far above Dubuque, and above the 
entrance of the Wisconsin river into the Mjs. 
sissippi— 

“to the Missouri, at or near the mouth of the 
river, in lowa.”’ 

This road, for which the aid of the Govern. 
ment was prayed, was contained in the bil] wij. 
formerly passed this body, but is entire 
of this bill 

The disparity, then, between the several roads 
as laid down and defined in the former bil] which 
we passed, (and which we were assured was idey. 
tical, or nearly so, with the one before us,) and 
the one now under consideration, is clearly indi. 
cated on the map which I hold in my hand, Their 
relative position is shown by the relative position 
and direction of the black lines, which corre. 
spond with the lines of road described in the jj] 
before us, and the red lines, which correspond 
with the roads described in the bill which this 
House passed at both sessions of the last Cop. 
gress. Every Senator can see what identity there 
is between that bill and the present one, which 
were said at the time when this bill was passed a 
few days ago, to be one and the same. 

The road from Lyons to the Missouri river, 
embraced in the bill before us, was never prayed 
for by the Legislature of Iowa, and is not con- 
tained in the bill which passed this body at 
former sessions. There was a road prayed for 
by the Legislature of Iowa, contained in the 
former bill, which passed this body and went to the 
House, starting from McGregor’s Landing, north 
of the entrance of the Wisconsin river into the 
Mississippi, running in a westerly direction, and 
striking the Missouri at or near Sioux City, 
Every part of that road which was embraced in 

|the former bill is left out entirely in the present 
one. 

A further discrepancy between the two bills is 
observable in the road starting from Dubuque. 
As it was asked for by the Legislature of Iowa, 

_and as contained in General Dodge’s bill, which 
we passed, it was to run from Dubuque in a 
southwesterly direction by Fort Des Moines, and 
terminating at Council Bluffs. The road con- 
tained in the bill before us, starting from Dubuque, 

| swings far north, as I have already remarked, 
| of the western point of termination, as indicated 
in the former bill, and by the instructions of the 
Legislature of lowa, and runs to a point near 
Sioux City, on the Missouri, thus making an 
entire and wide departure from the former bill, 

'and from the instructions of the Legislature of 

that State. 

The disparity in reference to the road starting 
from Davenport, in the former bill, and in this 
one, is in this: The former bill lays down a road 
starting from Davenport, running in the direction 
of Muscatine—in a southwesterly direction—and 
then on a straight line to Council Bluffs, run- 
ning very nearly on the line of the present Cen- 
|, tral hidhion road, so called; whereas the road 
in the bill before us, instead of running down 

southwest to Muscatine, and over the route indi- 
cated by the red line on my map, runs to lowa 
| City; from Iowa City to Fort Des Moines; and 
| so on, bearing southwest, striking the Missourl 
at Council Bluffs. 

Another discrepancy, as I have already re- 
marked, between the former bill and the present 
one, is that, in this bill, no provision is made for 
a road starting from Keokuk, meeting the road 
starting from Burlington at a common point on a 
common trunk line reaching the Missouri near 
| the mouth of the Platte river. ee 

Now, sir, it may be said that this modification 
of the different directions given to these roads; the 
entire omission of the northern road which the 
Legislature of Lowa asked aid in constructing; the 
introduction of an entirely new road from Lyons 
City to the Missouri river, which the Legisla- 
ture never asked for, and which was never con- 
|| tained in any former bill; the ranning of the road 
| westerly from Dubuque to Sioux City, instead of 
|| running it southwesterly, striking the Missour! 
| at Council Bluffs; the alteration of the road start- 
|| ing from Davenport, instead of runnin down to 
i) Muscatine, bearing northerly to lowaC ty, and so 
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~ «9 Council Bluffs, is an improvement on the 
emer bill; that it is more in conformity with the 

gent condition of things in Lowa; more in pur- 

eof, and inconformuty with, the wishes and 
interests of the people of lowa. That, sir, 
jot the point. The point is, that you stated, 

en the bill was before us, on its passage, that 
» was identical with those presented to us years 
-, aud considered by the Committee on Public 
Lands, and passed by this body time and agatn. 
| show you that it was an entirely different atfarr. 
You have one road in this bill that was not in 

y part of the former bill. You have left one 

.d out of this bill which was embraced in that. 
You have run a road from Dubuque in an entirely 
diferent direction from the former. You have 
made thence two roads in a different direction 
from those laid down in the former bill. The 
suggestion that this bill was substantially the 
same With that, undoubtedly had an important 
fluence. It probably had a controlling influ- 
ence in the Senate when they were called upon 
to pass this bill, without a reference and without 
an examination. 

Mr. YULEE. Iask the Senator from Vermont, 
to give way for a moment. The hour has ar- 
rived for the special order, which is the naval bill; 
but as there is no desire on the part of my col- 
league (though he is prepared to proceed with his 
remarks on that subject) to interfere with the 
progress of this question, and, as being a privi- 
leged question, itis probably entitled to continued 
consideration, | propose simply that the Senator 
give way to take up the subject to which | have 
referred, for the purpose of appointing for it 
some other day when my colleague may be heard 
upon it. ; 

Mr. FOOT. 1 yield the floor for that motion. 

Mr. YULEE. I now ask the Senate to take 
up the naval bill for the purpose of making it the 
special order for Friday. ; 

Several Senators. Do not say Friday. 

Mr. WELLER. There are a number of pri- 
vate bills which should be disposed of on Friday. 

Mr. YULEE. There is no other day which 
we can take. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Vermont yield the floor for the purpose of per- 
mitting the bill, referred to by the Senator from 
Florida, to be taken up? 

Mr. FOOT. I had yielded the floor to the hon- 
orable Senator from Florida for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida 
moves to take up the bill (S. No. 113) to amend 
the act entitled ** An act to promote the efficiency 
of the Navy.” 

Mr. STUART. I do not wish to interfere 
with this arrangement, but I suggest whether it 
is not better to defer it until there can be a com- 
mon understanding on some day. I am satisfied, 
that if an attempt is made to make it a special 
order for Friday, it will lead to debate. 

Mr. YULEE. Then I withdraw the motion, 
and in the course of the day we can agree on some 
time when the bill shall be taken up. 

Mr. FOOT. I was about to say that if there 
were other memorials or resolutions of instruc- 
tion from the Legislature of Iowa, aside from those 
which I have presented or read, of a later date, 
requesting any modification in reference to the loca- 
tionand direction of any one or all of these roads, 
or for any other road, or presenting a different 


we senecge from that introduced by General | 


odge in 1853, I have been unable to find it. If 
there were any resolutions or memorials from 
the Legislature of Iowa, or if any bill has been 


introduced into this body embracing the same | 
programme, or nearly the same programme, as | 


that embraced in the bill now under consideration, 


I presume the Senator from Lowa will be able to | 


present them to us. There are none upon your 
files, sir. I am not aware of any others. I Lave 
shown you a most wide departure, apparently 
an utter disregard of the wishes, interests, and 
instructions of the State of lowa in the bill which 
you are now called upon to reconsider. 
gain, sir, at the time when this bill was put 
upon its passage, we were not only told that it 
was in conformity with the wishes, interests, and 
instructions of the Legislature of lowa—not only 
that it was in conformity with bills which had 
ime and again passed this body—but that no 
tition had ever been presented for another road. 


hen we showed you that the two southern lines | 
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! 
| of road provided for in the bill overlapped and 
| utterly displaced and annihilated this great im- 
portant Central Air-Line road from Fort Wayne 
to Council Bluffs, we were told by the Senator 
from lowa that nobody had asked for the aid of 
the Government for that road; that no petition 
had ever been presented to this body, or to the 
other House, asking for the aid of the Govern- 
ment for that road. Sir, I have very great respect 
for that honorable Senator. | know him to be an 
upright and an honorable man. I admire the 
enthusiastic zeal with which he prosecutes, here, 
any matter of interest to his State and to his con- 
stituency; but, at'the same time, I regret that, in 
the excitement of the moment, he should have 
been led into statements so palpably erroneous in 
point of fact—unintentionally, inadvertently, no 
doubt; and, being satisfied of that error, no man 
will more promptly, and cheerfully, and honor- 
ably to himself, retract any such statement, than 
he will be, as he has already done in reference to 
| & mere personal matter. 
Now, sir, so far from there never having been 
a petition presented to this body or to the House 
of Representatives for the aid of the Government 
for this Central railroad, running from Fort Wayne 
in your State, Mr. President, through Illinois and 
lowa, to Council Bluffs, | hold in my hand twenty 
petitions numerously signed by citizens in those 
different States interested in the road, having, if 
not a direct pecuniary interest, the same common 
interest with all citizens of the country, praying 
for the aid of Government by the errant of alter- 
| nate sections of the public lands through which 
the road may run, for its construction. Some of 
these petitions were presented by yourself, sir; 
some by your late colleague, Judge Pettit; some 
by the Senators from Illinois; many of them by 
| the late colleague of the Senator from lowa, Gen- 
eral Dodge, and three of them by the Senator 
himself. 
Was he nota little mistaken, then, when he 
| said that no petition had ever been presented to 
this body in behalf of this road? I called the 
attention of the honorable Senator to it, and I 
pointed out to him his mistake, and put in his 
hands those very petitions. There are twenty 
Haare and proceedings of public meetings in 
vehalf of this line of road, which have been pre- 
sented to the Senate. I hold in my hand a large 
bundle of petitions which have been presented to 
the House of Representatives in behalf of this 
| road, signed by citizens of Indiana, Illinois, and 
lowa, more numerously and as respectable as any 
petition or memorial that has ever been presented 
to the consideration of either body, in behalf of 
any great public work or enterprise which has 
been submitted to the consideration of Congress. 
Why, sir, what is this road which is now over- 
lapped by the two southern roads prdposed in the 
bill before us? It isa road running from Fort 
Wayne, in Indiana, through the three States of 
Indiana, Hlinois, and Iowa, to the Missouri river 
| at Council Bluffs. It is aconsolidation under the 
statute laws of those several States of three dif- 
ferent corporations—for they are necessarily dif- 
ferent in the three States—all forming one contin- 
uous line of a great contemplated road, connected 
| at Fort Wayne with the system of roads to 
| Philadelphia and New York, through the inteér- 
| vening States. 
What is the present condition of that road— 


lowa, and along either side of which you propose 
to grant lands to aid in the eonstruction of another 
| road within fifteen miles? 
you will have under this bill, if it becomes a law, 
and the roads embraced in it are constructed, three 


to each other within the breadth of thirty miles! 
Sir, there is no set of men outside of a lunatic 
asylum who would ever entertain a proposition 
of that character. Forty-two miles of this Cen- 
tral road have been put under contract with a re- 
sponsible company in the city of St. Louis. Two 


the State of Iowa have been placed in the hands 
of those contractors. County and other bonds 
raised within the State upon the line of the road, 
to aid in its construction, have been put into the 
hands of the contractors, Chase & Co., of St. 
| Louis, to the amount of $200,000. About one 
1 hundred thousand dollars in other funds have 
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| that portion of it which lies within the State of | 
If this road be built | 


roads, each three hundred miles in length, parallel | 


hundred thousand dollars of county bonds within | 











of December last, the contractors had three hun- 
dred laborers employed on the grading of this 
road placed in their charge by that contract. 

Sir, is not this an important interest, both as 
respects the public and as respects these individ- 
uals, to be thas impaired, infringed upon, and 
destroyed, when, at the same time, you are ad- 
vancing no public interest, either of the State of 
lowa or the countfy generally? [ will read, in 
this connection, a paragraph from the statement 
of one of the directors of the road, Dr. Bell, a 
gentleman, 1 presume, known to the Senators 
from lowa, who can vouch for his character, and 
standing, and influence. I know nothing of him, 
but he appears as one of the directors in this 
company—of the road within the State of lowa. 
He appeare d in that capacity ata public me eting 
of the three companies forming this consolidated 
road, held at Ford Wayne, on the 20th of De- 
cember last, and made this statement, which is 
published in their proceedings: 

* The company was organized in 1853, under the general 
railroad law of Jowa. The preliminary surveys bave been 
made, and a union effected extending the organization of 
this and other roads to Fort Wayne, in Indiana. Forty 
two miles are under contract, and about three hundred 
hands engaged in the construction. The subscriptions 
relied On are private and county subseriptions, which the 
company are assured can be extended 
preparation of the road bed as the work advances west 
ward. The principal effort is now made on the first sec 
tion, but early operations will be extended so as to reach 
the valley of the Des Moines, where the surplus products 
of the country bave no convenicut mode of transportation. 
The curves and grades on this road will be exceedinaely 
favorable, and the position of this line is such as to render 
it the most desirable route that can be found to connect the 
Mississippi and Missouri rivers.” 


oas to secure the 


In addition to this statement, as has already 
been said, $300,000 have been paid into the hands 
| of the contractors. What progress has been made 
on the work since the 20th of December last, 
since this meeting was held, Ll am not advised. 
Mr. President, some strictures, unjustly as I 
think, have beén passed upon Hon. Mr. Schenck, 
president of these consolidated roads, for his al- 
leged interference in this matter. 1 have only to 
say that Mr. Schenck presents himself here, not 
in behalf of any personal interest of his owa; not 
for any personal scheme; not in his individual 
capacity, but in a fiduciary capacity, as the pres- 
ident, agent, and trustee of these consolidated 
companies, representing their interests to the 
| Congress of the United States. They, with va- 
| rious other companies formed for the construc- 
| tion of other lines, are asking the aid of this Gov- 
ernment towards the construction of those roads, 
by granting them alternate sections of the public 
land through which they may run. 

Is it a singular instahée for Mr. Schenck, as 
the agent and president of these companies, to 
present himself here to give Congress all neces- 
sary information in regard to the character of the 
work? Sir, we have had these agents before us 
many times and often, and this ts the first ocea- 
sion that I have ever heard any criticisms or 
strictures passed on them for their appearance 
here, or upon their alleged interference with busi- 
ness under the consideration of Congress. We 
often need their presence here to give us the 
necessary information on the very subject-matter 
on which we are called upon to legislate. Mr. 
Schenck has but recently been connected with 
this road, having had no connection with either 
of these companies from the time of their forma- 
tion in 1853, under the general laws of these sev- 
eral States, until lately. Mr. Schenck, at the time 
of their organization, was representing this Gov- 
ernment at a foreign court—Brazil, in South 
|| America. He did not return to this country until 
|| a year after these companies were organized. 
Some year and a half ago these several companies 
|, having been consolidated into one, desirmeg the 
| aid, and efforts, and influence of some gentleman 

known to the country as a man of character, in- 
\| telligence, energy, and enterprise, secured the 
| services of Mr. Schenck as president of the com- 
| panies and ex officio director in each one of them. 
'W hat do you say of the character of those men 
|| whom he directly represents—the various boards 
|| of directors in Indiana, in Illinois, and in lowa? 
| Who are they? Whois Mr. Schenck represent- 
| ing here? As he has been charged with immodest 
| or unbecoming interference with matters properly 
| belonging to Congress, I desire to present this 


| oint. The persons whom he representa—the 
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been put into their hands. As early as the 20th |! directors of the road in Indiana—are Mesers. L. 
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8S. Bayless, Thomas Tigar, John Cumstock, K. 
G. Schryock, D. K. Pershing, T. Keyes, W. L. 
La Runze, and G. W. Spitten. Of their char- 
acter, reputauion, and standing I know nothing. 
I presume they are known to yourself, Mr. Pres- 
ident, as prominent, and worthy, and honorable 
ciuzens of your own State. 

He reprecents William J. Fisher, Ira J. Fenn, 
J. L. Thow pson, W. G. Sweet, Theodore Perry, 
and E. A. Whipple, of the State of Illinois, and 
constituting the board of directors of this road 
in that State, gentlemen unknown to me; but I 
presume their character and standing may receive 
the indorsement of the Senators from that State. 
He represents upon this occasion Messrs. 8. 
Townsend, J. M. Herrick, John Bird, John Bell, 
J. W. Isett, H. F. Cleaver, Mark Davison, Nor- 
man Emerson, and William L. Toole, directors 
of this road in lowa. 1 presunte many, if not all, 
these gentlemen are well known to the honorable 
Senator from lowa, [Mr. Hanian,] whose in- 
dorsement they may have as honorable, worthy, 
and upright men, engaged in a commendable en- 
terprise, Who are entitled to be heard when an 
application is made to Congress for aid in favor 
of the construction of this road, and more espe- 
cially when Congress is appealed to for aid in the 
construction of twootherroads lying within fifteen 
miles on each side of them, and absorbing all 
the public lands within their reach, and thus de- 
priving them of all possibility of receiving any 
aid from the Government in behalf of their enter- 
prise. 

I presume these gentlemen will be regarded as 
of sufficient character in the country where they 
reside to entitle them to a respectful hearing, 
when they present themselves in a respectful 
manner, and in respectful language, ‘aimee their 

resident and agent, Mr. Schenck, and ask to be 
ecard. They have invested their property to the 
amount of $300,000, and have comaitted their 
honor to this work. Will you not say, then, 
that they are entitled to a respectful hearing, 
especially when you may have been inadvertently 
and unwittingly betrayed into the passage of a 
bill, the character and effect of which you knew 
nothing about—in regard to the actual nature and 
character of which you were misinformed at the 
ume, however unintentionally it may have been? 

After the suggestions which were made yester- 
day by my friend from Tennessee, in regard to 
the interference of Mr. Schenck in this matter, I 
owe it to him to make a statement in explanation 
of his course. Immediately after this bill passed 
the House of Representatives, he came to me in 
this Chamber, and told me of its passage. Know- 
ing that | was a member of the Committee on 
Public Lands, and that that was the appropriate 
committee for its reference, he inquired of me 
when that committee would have a sitting, and 
stated that he desired to: be heard before them in 
behalf of this road. J assumed that, as a matter 
of course, a measure of this importance would 
be referred to the appropriate committee without 
any hesitation. I supposed that no question 
would be raised about it. I did not imagine that 
all the ordinary proceedings of legis!ative practice 
were to be overridden and disregarded in respect 
to an important measure of this character, and 
invading private rights as well as public interests, 
as this bill does. I told him when our next 
meeting would be held, and I said that it was 
due to him, and to the interests which he repre- 
sented, to have a hearing before the committce. 
I so advised him. I immediately went to my 
colleagues on the committee—the chairman, the 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Sruanrt,] and the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Pucn]—and they —— | 
esced in it, and assented to his appearance before | 
the committee to make a statement of the facts 
having relation to the interests of the companies | 
which he represented. 

Under that assurance from the committee, he | 
left the Senate Chamber, and I did not see him 
again unul after this bill passed the Senate. It 
came up unexpectedly, was puton its passage, and 
urged through immediately. A reference was re- 
fused upon the ground that the subject was thor- 
oughly understood by the Senate ; that it had been 
considered over and over again, that it was iden- | 
tical with a bill that had twice or three times passed 
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this body; that it was in accordance with the | 


recommendations of the committee at previous | 
sessions. Now you find thisto bea mistake. It | 
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is an entirely different bill, proposing entirely || bill run, one from Burlington to the mouth of ¢ 


different routes; leaving out one road prayed for 
by the Legislature of lowa, and contained in the 
former bill introduced by General Dodge, and 
inserting others never asked for by that Legisla- 
ture, and never inserted into any other bill. 

Sir, I submit that Mr. Schenck has only acted 
as a just and faithful agent, representing the great 
interests committed to his charge. He has pre- 
sented himself in the memorial which has been 
read at your table in respectful terms, represent- 
ing to us what we had done, and what we had in 
fact done unadvisedly, without consideration, and 
upon a misapprehension of facts really existing 
in this case. 

When the bill was under consideration on 
Friday last, the honorable Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. Doveras] stated that he was in favor of this 
air-line road; that it was regarded as an import- 
ant public interestin his State, but that he should 
oppose the introduction of it into this bill; that 
he would not consent to any amendment which 
would require the return of the bill to the House 
of Representatives for fear of its final loss. He 
admitted the importance of the measure, and 
stated that, if an independent bill was introduced 
providing forthis air-line road, he would vote for 
it most cheerfully. ‘The answer to this is, that 
by the passage of the present bill you authorize 
the construction of two southern lines of road 
lying upon either side of this air-line road, within 
the range of fifteen miles, taking up the alternate 
sections of all the public domain through which 
they run, and leaving not one foot of land for this 
road. 

Again, by the passage of this bill granting the 
bonus of the Government to the two southern 
roads, you will have, if they should be con- 
structed, two roads within thirty miles of each 
other, running parallel through the State of lowa 
for the length of three hundred miles. Is there 
anybody in the world, or any company of indi- 
viduals, or any State government, that would ever 
authorize, encourage, or countenance the con- 
struction of a third road parallel with these, and 
between them, thus erecttng three roads within 
the breadth of thirty miles throughout the length 
of the State of lowa? It would be an imputation 
on the common sense of Congress, or of any State 
government, to suppose that any such thing would 
ever be authorized. If the Central air-line road 
is an important work, as is admitted by the Sen- 
atoF from Illinois, and if it ought to be counte- 
ranced, and to reccive the aid of the Government, 
I beg you, by every consideration of justice, not 
to kill it, as you will do most effectually and most 
certainly, by the passage of this bill. 

Mr. President, | owe an apology to the Senate 
for these disconnected and desultory remarks. 
My attention was called to the facts which I have 
stated,and the documentary evidence of them was 
placed in my hands yesterday morning after I had 
taken my seat. I had not ten minutes of time to 
digest and arrange them in proper form. Now, 
my proposition is this—I submit it to the sense 
of justice and fairness of every member of this 
bedy.—the the vote by which the bill was passed 
be reconsidered—that the vote ordering it to a 
third reading be reconsidered, and then that it be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands for 
examination, giving a hearing to all parties inter- 
ested in this and connecting roads. Everybody 
must admit this to bea just, and fair, and reasoa- 
able proposition, which it would be wrong to deny. 
If the Senate, however, should refuse to refer the 
bill to the Committee on Public Lands, I desire to 
have an opportunity to offer an amendment which 
Iam now about to suggest, which I am author- 
ized to present, and which I undertake to say will 
reconcile all these conflicting interests, and do 
wrong to nobody. My amendment is to strike 


‘| out the words 


‘From Burlington, on the Mississippi river, to a point on 


| the Missouri river, near the mouth of the Platte river; from 


the city of Davenport, via lowa City and Fort Des Moines, 
to Council Bluffs.” 

This will strike out the two southern lines of 
road indicated in the bill; and then I propose to 
insert in lieu of them, after the word “Burlington,” 
the words : 

And Toole’s Landing, on the Mississippi river; and from 
lowa City toa common point of junction at or near Oska- 
loosa, and from Oskalovsa to Couvcil Bluffs, by such route 
as the Legislawre of the State may determine.” 


The two southern roads now laid down in the 
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| Platte river, and the other from Davenport, via 


_ Towa City and Fort Des Moines, to Council Bluffs 
on the Missouri river. These two roads lie south 
of the others provided for in the bill, and with 
which we do not propose to meddle, although 
they are different from what the Legislature of 
lowa have asked for, and different from those 
contained in the former bill which the Senate 
passed. We ask you, then, to strike out these 
two southern roads, and to substitute in their 
stead one road, with a branch from Burlingioy 
and a branch from Davenport, meeting at a coms 
mon point at or near Oskaloosa, and then rup- 
ning upon a common trunk line to Council Bluffs. 
If the line already indicated by the central roaq 
be not satisfactory to the State of Iowa, they wil] 
be at liberty to change it by this amendment—to 
run it up to Fort Des Moines, or further south, 
or to vary the location as they may judge best 
and proper. 
By this amendment you interfere with no ex. 

| isting rights. You provide Davenport with the 
facilities of a railroad, which she now already 
enjoys, by extending the road—not down to Mus. 
| catine, as the old bill contemplated, but by wa 
'of Iow& City, and from that point diverging 
| southward, until it strikes the central road at or 
/ near Oskaloosa. At the same time, you interfere 
with no right and no interest of the citizens of 
Burlington, for you give them a branch from their 

| town, northwestwardly, until it strikes the cep- 
| tral line of road at the same common point with 
| the branch from Davenport. From this common 
point they will both unite on one main trunk line 
to the Missouri river. 
[ submit to the Senators from Iowa that this 

| proposition does entire justice to all parties, and 
to all interests, and conflicts with no ope’s rights, 
| I submit it, Senators, to your sense of justice 
and propriety, that this amendment ought to be 
adopted; at all events, that you should reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed so incon- 
siderately, and under such an erroncous impres- 
sion as to the state of facts, and the nature and 
character of the bill. You should at least recon- 
| sider it, and let it go to the Committee on Public 
_ Lands, and undergo an investigation. Let all 
parties intérested be heard; let these conflicting 
| interests be reconciled if they can be. If they 
can be reconciled, is it not better for them, for the 
State of Iowa, for the public at large, that they 





should be reconciled? ‘That they can be, I have 
no manner of doubt, if you will only give us the 
| opportunity. With this amendment the bill will 
provide for donations of alternate sections of 

| the public lands for the construstion of three 
great lines of railroad through the entire length 
of Iowa, east and west,three hundred miles, and 
all within a breadth of one hundred miles. Let 
this bill, involving, as it does, sucha vastamount 
of property, and so many and varied interests, 
be fully and carefully considered in all its bear- 
ings; let the parties interested come forward and 
be heard before your committee; give them all a 
fair hearing, and their claim a full consideration, 
and whatever may be the ultimate result it will 
be more satisfactory to all parties concerned, more 
satisfactory to the country, and more satisfactory 
| to ourselves. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Can the Senator from 
Vermont tell me how far the road for which he 
contends has been made from Fort Wayne, In- 
diana, westward ? 
Mr. FOOT. I do not know. I have not ex- 
amined (for I do not regard it as at all material to 
this question) the state of the work, the progress 
and construction of the connections of this road 
in Illinois and Indiana. I did not regard that as 
at all affecting this question. 
Mr. JONES, of lowa. The Senator from Ver- 
mont, in the outset, endeavored to demonstrate 
to the Senate the futility of authorizing the con- 
struction of four seated sonia, running from the 
Mississippi to the Missouri rivers, through the 
State of lowa. Upon that proposition, ifithad been 
submitted to us in the beginning, I do not kaow 
that I should have differed with him very much; 
but the Senator has made a very great mistake in 
saying that there are four roads provided for in 
this bill, running parallel through the State of 
fowa from the Mississippi to the Missouri river. 
There are four roads starting from the Missis- 
sippi river, as I remarked the other day; but the 
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northern roads, one from Lyons, and the other 
from Dubuque, are to run to some convenient 
point on the same parallel—42; degrees north 
jatitude—and from that point they are to run 
covether and terminate at Sioux City, on the 
Missouri river. 

“ Mr. President, I remarked, on a former occa- 
sion, that most of the lands—indeed, I may say 
all of the lands—upon these roads, for fifty or 
nerhaps sixty miles west of the Mississippi river, 
have been sold by.the Government of the United 
States, and consequently the Government has no 
land to grant to the State for that distance. The 
only lands to be obtained for these roads will be 
west of that portion of the State, and a large quan- 
tity of the lands on each of these three roads west 
of that fifty or sixty miles have also been sold; 
so that these companies will get but a small pro- 
»vortion of the alternate sections for the six miles 
wide along the line of their roads. 

When this bill came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives the other day I sent,to the House for 
a printed copy of the bill. I, however, had had 
a printed bill some ten or fifteen days before, 
from the time when it was introduced into the 
House, and had taken'that bill to the President 
of the United States for the purpose of consulting 
him, to ascertain from him, if I could, whether 
there were any provisions in it which would re- 
quire from him a veto. The President refused 
to look at the bill at all, and I came back to the 
Senate. I had consulted with my colleagues in 
the House of Representatives; and [ am informed 
this morning by the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Lands of that House, that this subject 
was deliberately discussed and weighed by the 
members of that committee; that they had con- 
sulted the two Representatives from lowa, and 
that those two Representatives had conferred with 
the Senators from their State, as to the propriety 
of passing the bill which they did pass. It was 
reported upon in the House of Representatives. 
On several different days—I forget how many— 
they attempted to pass it there. The determina- 
tion in the committee was, that they would, on 
introducing the bill, put it on its passage, and ask 
for the previous question, soas to cut off debate, 
because they believed that debate on that bill 
would be almost certain to defeat it,‘as it had 
always defeated every other similar bill except 
the Illinois Central railroad bill and the bills for 
Missouri and Arkansas. 

As soon as the bill came from the House of 
Representatives, I sent for a printed copy, and 
took it to the honorable chairman of the Commit- 
teeon Public Lands, [Mr. Stvart,]} who sat then 
by the side of the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toomss.] I showed it to him, and said to him: 
“Mr. Chairman, I wish you would take this bill, 
examine its provisions, and see whether there is 
anything in it materially differing from the bills 
which have heretofore been introduced and passed 
in the Senate, granting land to the State of lowa 
for the construction of railroads.’”? The Senator 
took that bill in his hand; and in fifteen or twenty 
minutes afterwards—-perhaps thirty—he came to 
me and said: ** ] have examined the bill; I think 
that it isin conformity generally with the provis- 
ions of the bills which we have passed making 
grants to yourState. I do not think there is any 
necessity for referring it to the Committee on 
Public Lands; and when you choose to call it up 
{ will be with youin asking for its passage with- 
outareference.’’ I also went to the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Puen,] and the Senator from Florida, 
{Mr. Mauuory,] and from Delaware, [Mr. Ciay- 
TON,] members of the same committee; and they 
told me that they had no desire to have the bill 
referred to the committee. I should have gone 
to the honorable Senator from Vermont if I had 
seen him in his place; and I should have asked 
his consent to dispensing with the reference, with 
the confident belief that he, like the other mem- 
vers of the committee, would have no objection 





to my calling up the bilLin the Senate, and asking | 
or its passage, containing, as it did, provisions | 


precisely similar to those of bills heretofore delib- 
erately considered and passed upon by the Senate 
of the United States on two or three occasions. 
_The Senator from Vermont says, that we hav 
‘sregarded the instructions of the Legislature 
of our State in procuring the passage of this bill. 
ere are the statutes of my State, beginning with 
the year 1848, before I was elected to the Senate, 
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ing the Representatives, who were then chosen and 


in their seats in the House, to vote fora bill | 


making a grant of land for a road from Dubuque 
to Keokuk, and one from Davenport, on the Mis- 
sissippi river, to Council Bluffs, on the Missouri 
river, or Kanesville, as it was then called, its 
name having since been changed to Council 
Bluffs. The bills were introduced. Lintroduced 
one myself, and my former colleague, General A. 
C. Dodge, introduced the other. 1 presented the 
bill for agrant of land for a road from Keokuk 
to Dubuque, and he, that for a grant of land for 
the road from Davenport to the Missouri river. 
1 will read the joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of my State for procuring a grant of land 
from Congress: 

“ Resolved, by the General Assembly of the State of Towa, 
That our Senators when elected be instructed, and our 
Representatives in Congress be requested, to procure from 
the Government of the United States a grant of land to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from Davenport, by way 
of Lowa City, Monroe City, Racoon Forks, now called Fort 


Des Moines, to some point near Council Blufls, on the Mis 
souri river, in this State.’’ 


Mr. FOOT. 


What is the date of that resolu 
tion? 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa. January 24, 1848. I | 


have read it from the statutes of the State of lowa, 
which my colleague, at my request, yesterday 
procured from the State Department, I believe. 
I find alsoa resolution of the Legislature, passed 


January 20, 1849, in regard to the Dubuque and | 


Keokuk railroad. It is not worth while to read it. 
It instructs us to procure a grant of land for the 


railread from Dubuque to Keokuk, in Lee county, | 


in the State of lowa. Here is another resolution 
in regard to the Davenport and Council Bluffs 
railroad, which was adopted December 29, 1848: 


“ Resolved, by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, | 


That the Hon. A. C. Dodge, andG. W. Jones, our Senators, 


and the Hon. Shepherd Leffler, and William Thompson, | 


our Representatives in Congress, be requested to use their 


influence to procure from the Government of the United | 


States a grant of land to aid in the construction of a rail 
road from Davenport, via Bloomington, Iowa city, and Fort 
Des Moines, to some suitable point near the Council Bluffs, 


on the Missouri river.’ 

Mr. FOOT. I desire the Senator to give the 
dates of these various resolutions. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I did give the date. 

Mr. FOOT. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I did 
not hear it. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. 
passed December 29, 1848. 
we procured the passage of the bill for those roads 
through the Senate; but it was defeated in the 
House of Representatives. 
of our Legislature—February 4, 1851—they sent 
another memorial, praying Congress to make a 
grant of land for a road from Burlington to Fort 


This resolution was 


I said, before, that | 


At the next session | 


Des Moines, with a branch to Keosaqua, in Van 


Buren county. 


I also find a resolution asking for a grant of | 
g 


land to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Burlington and Keokuk to the Missouri river. 

When we were defeated in these propositions 
which I have named, and when the Legislature 
was assembled again, the people of Burlington, 
and the people residing between Burlington (on 
the Missouri river) and the mouth of the Platte 
river, petitioned the Legislature to send instruc- 
tions to their Senators and Representatives, and, 
accordingly, the following instructions were given 
to us: 

‘* Your memorialists, the General Assembly of the State 
of Iowa, respectfully represent, that the great interests of 
the State of lowa, and of the nation at large, will be greatly 
advanced by the construction of a railroad trom the city of 
Burlington and the city of Keokuk to some convenient 
point of junction northeast of the Des Moines river, thence, 
on the most feasible route, to a point on the Missouri river, 
at or near the mouth of the Platte river.’’ 

They proceed to argue the propriety of making 
this road. Another memorial adopted at the last 
session of the Legislature of our State prayed for 
a grant of land for a road from a point opposite 
Prairie du Chien, (McGregor’s Landing,) on the 
Mississippi river, which is about thirty-six miles 
north of Dubuque, to the mouth of the Big Sioux 
river, which is the location of Sioux City, so that 
the northern road provided for in this bill would 
have been provided for in that bill if it had been 
passed. 


Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont has | 


not shown, in my opinion, that there has been 
| one particle of work or one dollar of money ex- 


, pended on the construction of the Philadelphia, | 
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Fort Wayne, and Platte river air-line road, as it 
is called. I say it has not been shown, nor do I 
believe that it can be shown, that any money has 
been expended on this air-line railroad. 1 said 
the other day that it was no more than an “ air 
line.’’ Ido not believe that they ever expected 
that they could or would construct this road from 
Philadelphia, or even from Fort Wayne, through 
the States of Indiana, Illinois, and lowa, by way 
of Toolsboro’, to the Missouri river. I say SO, 
because the people of Iowa, through their Legis- 
lature, and by petitions to Congress, prayed that 
grants of land might be made for other roads, one 
f-om Davenport, via Muscatine, to the Missouri 
river, and another from Burlington to the Mssouri 
river. From the Burlington road it was pro- 
posed also to have a branch to Keokuk. I will ex- 
plain to the Senate why the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives of lowa have agreed toomita provision 
for the Keokuk and Dubuque road. It is simply 
because, in my opinion, every acre of land on 
the line of that road has been sold by the Govern- 
ment. Why should the Senators and Represent- 
atives of that State now come forward and present 
the preposterous proposition to Congress to make 
a grant of land for the road from Dubuque (my 
residence) to Keokuk, when the lands on the 
route are all disposed of, and the money for them 
paid into the coffers of the Government? I never 
felt more anxiety for any proposition before Con- 
gress than I have for that proposing to make a 
grant of land for the benefit of Keokuk. 1 will 
continue to exert myself for such a grant—my 
colleague of the House of Representatives from 
that district having introduced, upon consulta- 
tion with me, a bill for that purpose. 

Mr. President, great stress has been placed by 
the Senator from Vermont on our neglect of Mus- 
catine, and on our disregarding the rights of her 
people. The rights of these people have not been 
disregarded. Muscatine is not mentioned in this 
bill, for the simple reason that the Mississippiand 
Missouri River Railroad Company, for the con- 
struction of a road from Davenport to the Mis- 
souri river, have already, with their own money, 
and their own means, aided of course by Mus- 
catine, provided for and constructed a railroad 
from Davenport to lowa City, with a branch from 
Davenport to Muscatine, connecting twelve miles 
north of Muscatine with the road which runs 
from Davenport. They have not only provided 
for it, but the road is constructed, and the cars 
are running each way two or three times a day 
On it at this time, and ever since the lst of Jan- 
uary last. Why, therefore, should the Senators 
and Representatives of lowa ask Congress to 
make a grant of land for this road when it is 
already provided for? 

Two million five hundred thousand dollars have 
been expended in the construction of the road 
from Davenport westward. The bridge across 
the Mississippi river, which is east of Davenport, 
and which is one of the most splendid structures 
of the kind in the world, has cost the company 
$400,000. ‘This company has made a contract 
for the construction of a bridge across the lowa 
river, the cost of which is to be $75,000. They 
have had a survey made of two roads, one from 
lowa City, by the way of Fort Des Moines, which 
has recently been selected for the future seat of 
government of the State, and the other from Osk- 
aloosa to the Missouri river. The grading is 
already commenced, and the contracts are made 
for the continuation of the road from Muscatine 
to Oskaloosa, on the very line of the road proposed 
to be built by the Senator from Vermont. 

Muscatine, therefore, has been provided for. 
The people of Burlington have commenced their 
railroad; the cars are running on it for twelve 
miles; the grading is done forty miles further west 
to the residence of my colleague, Mount Pleas- 
ant, in Henry county, through the most populous 
and wealthy portion of the State of lowa, upon 
the line of which the people have not only pledged 
the credit of the towns and counties, but have 
subscribed and paid in large sums of money; and 
now the proposition iv made to us to take from 
these roads which have expended millions of 
dollars—not hundreds of thousands of dollars— 
the lands granted by this bill to aid in their com- 

letion, as is said of this ‘‘air’’ concern. The 
argest figure whichis brought forward is $300,000 
expended on the air-line road. Ours is not less 
than $4,000,000 expended on the two roads run- 
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ning from Davenport and Burlington, for which | 
this bill now makes provision; whilst the northern | 
road from Dubuque has already expended quite | 
as much, and will, when the first link of thirty 
miles shall have been completed in November next, 
as per contract, pay up the balance, amounting 
to $1,100,000. 

The Senator has said that he could see no peti- | 
tions for the roads which are embraced in this 
bill, and to which I have adverted. Here they 
are—not by twenties or thirties, but ~~ the thou- | 
sand; and they are from those whom 
other day the bona fide citizens of the State of | 
lowa—not the citizens of Illinois, or of Indiana, 
or of Ohio, whose names were attached to peti- 
tions and sent to lowa to be forwarded to the 
Senators and Representatives here, asking them | 
to go for what the Legislature of lowa has not 
requested. I know something of this matter, as 
it has been the subject of my thoughts and my | 
aciions here and in lowa for the last ten years. 

Mr. FOOT. The Senator will allow me to | 
make a word of explanation. He does not, | am 
sure, intentionally impute to me language or as- 
sertions which I never used. He mistook me if 
he supposed or understood me to say that there 
were no petitions—no memorials from lowa, or 
elsewhere, in favor of any of the roads embraced 
in this bill. I said nothing about that; | know 
nothing about it; I cared nothingabout it. Lan- | 
swered his assertion that no petitions kad ever | 
been presented here for the air-line road, by 
showing that twenty petitions had been presented 
to this body, (three of them by himself,) and a 
much larger number in the other House. That 
is all that [ said ov this point 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. I know that I pre- 
sented petitions which purported to come from 
Iowa, and I know that they originated in States | 
eastof lowa, and were sent to the people of Lowa. | 
I know thatthe proposition to construct this road 
was first made in the State of Ohio, not at Fort 
Wayne, but at Madison or Zanesville. 1 hold 
in my hand a letter from the United States district 
judge of the State of lowa—Judge Love—as hon- 
orable and high-minded a man as ever penned a 
letter in this or any other country. He intro- 
duced to me friends of his in Ohio, who repre- 
sented to him that they intended to take care of 
little lowa; that they intended to run an air-line 
railroad from Philadelphia, through the States 
between Pennsylvania and lowa, and through 
lowa to the Missouri river. They said to him, 
** We are on our way to Washington; we intend 
to help your delegation in Congress to get a grant 
of land; will you do us the favor to introduce us?’’ 
Judge Love said, ‘* Certainly; it will afford me 
pleasure to Introduce you to the one with whom 
| am most intimate—Senator Jones.’’ He ac- 
cordingly did introduce themtome. They came | 
here; and as soon as they let my colleagues and 
myself know what their intentions were, we 
found that, instead of helping us, they intended 
to overslaugh us by the influence which they had 
in the House of Representatives with the pow- 
erful States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois— no, 
sir, I will not say Illinois, because the [llinoisans | 
have never opposed us as a people. That State | 
which is most nearly connected with ours has | 
never opposed us except in the single instance of | 
a member, now a citizen of your State, sir, (Mr. 
Wetter in the chair.) He is the only one who 
opposed the construction of the Dubuque and | 
Keokuk railroad, He did it on the ground that 
it wou'd destroy the navigation of the Mississippi 
river, and interfere with the commerce of that | 
river. Hesaid that it could not run from Dubuque | 
to Keokuk without crossing the Mississippi river, | 
and thus impede the navigation. His speech in | 
the House of Representatives, maintaining these 
opinions, had the effect of injuring our bill, and it 
was defeated. I will not say entirely through his 
influence, because [ know that there were other 
influences which operated to produce that effect, 
My distinguished friend, the United States dis- 
trict judge, | should have stated, introduced these 
gentlemen to me, after having been informed by 
themselves and others that they were interested | 
in trying te assist the delegation from Lowa in 
carrying out the wishes of the Legislature and of 
the people of Iowa; but they broughi forward a | 
neW proposition, one that was to come in compe- | 
tition with the bona fide propositions from Iowa. | 
I would not impute any improper motive to the | 
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|| lying north of the Davenport road. 
| their report, and that is the bill which passed the 


| understand =y friend ? 








distinguished Senator from Vermont; I neverin- 
tended to do it. I may have misunderstood him; 
but I certainly did understand him to say to me 
on yesterday, in the lobby, that there were no 
petitions for these roads, and that we had disre- 
garded the instructions of our Legislature, and 
he would so show. 

Mr. FOOT. No, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I know that we have 
never been able to comply with the instructions 
of our Legislature. In the very outset we intro- 
duced bills verbatim et literatim, as 
the Legislature; but when we found that we were 


| notable to obtain them, and when our Legislature 


found that they could not be obtained by their 


| representatives in Congress, they changed the 


position of affairs themselves, and asked through 


us for other roads, one from Burlington to the Mis- |} 


souri river, with a branch to Keokuk, which had 
not been memorializéd for before. We were 
unable to obtain them. 
my colleagues, representing the northern district, 
a member of the Committee on Public Lands of 
the House of Representatives, [Mr. THorine- 
Ton,} and myself, were exceedingly anxious to 
have provision made for the northern road from 
McGregor’s Landing to the mouth of the Big 
Sioux river, which is the identical spot named in 
the bill before us, now called Sioux City, instead 
of the mouth of the Big Sioux. The Committee 
on Public Lands in the House of Representatives 
refused to consent to report to give us this road 
in the north. The committee would not consent 
to give more than the road named in this bill 


They made 


House, and is now before us. 

The reason why I was exceedingly anxious to 
have the bill acted upon last week, without re- 
ferring it to the committee, was not because I 


| apprehended that I would meet any opposition 


from that committee, or even from the Senator 


from Vermont. I am not mistaken in saying that | 


that Senator said to me the other day, “¢¢ Permit 
your bill to go to our committee, and we will re- 
port it back in thirty minutes.’’ Did not I so 
I will ask him whether 
he did not tell me, ‘* Let the bill go to our com- 
mittee, und we will report it back. Do-not press 
this matter now, General, but let the bill go to 
our committee, and we will report it back at 
once.”’ 
on Public Lands, as did also the Senators from 
Delaware [Mr. Crayton] and Florida, [Mr. 
Ma ttory,] who are members of the committee; 
so said my friend from Ohio after the motion to 
reconsider was made. 


be so. I had been to the chairman of that com- 
mittee so often this winter that 1 was almost 
ashamed to approach him again on the subject, 
begging him to report my bill. He said to me 


. . ~ | 
in response, ‘It is all right, General; you have 


nothing to fear; we will report your bill just as 
you want it, but we wish to wait until we see 
what the House of Representatives shall do before 
we act; we wish to see what system will be 
adopted by the House; it is a new body, com- 
posed of a great many new men, and we desire 
to know whether they will support the preémption 
bill proposition of the Senator from Florida, [Mr. 
Yvuvee,} or will favor a bill granting alternate 
sections.’’ He had never given to me the least 
intimation, nor did any member of the Committee 
on Public Lands, that they were opposed to the 
proposition which is now substantially submitted 
to the Senate, and which has been passed by both 
Houses. 

My object, Mr. President, in pressing this bill 
the other day was to save the lands which are on 
the lines of these roads for my State. I knew 
perfectly well that if the land warrant jobbers in 
this city, and in New York, got information that 
this bill was before the Committee on Public 
Lands, and would or be reported in a few 
days, they would shower the land warrants upon 
my State, and take all the lands from these roads, 
and that then the passage of the bill would be a 
dead letter, so far as the grant to my State was con- 
cerned. That is the reason—and there is no other 
under the sun—why I did not wish the bill to go 
to the Committee on Public Lands. I had not 
the least doubt in the world that they would re- 
port it. I say now that I have not the least doubt 
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rayed for by | 


At this session, one of || 


So said the chairman of the Committee | 


I knew it would be so; I |! 
| had not the least doubt in the world that it would | 
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| that they would have reported the bill, if jt had 
| been sent to them, and would have rejected the 
| proposition of Mr. Schenck. I wished; however 
|| to save these lands from the bounty land Warran: 
| dealers, and the most of them, as I said the Shee 
|| day, being my bosom friends, each firm of who 
| has amassed a fortune by dealing in these land 
_ warrants. I knew that; but I wanted to head off 
_my own friends for the benefit of the mass of t},,. 
people of the State of Iowa, and in order that | 
might carry out, if I could, the instructions of 
my Legislature, three or four times given to mo 
| at as many different sessions therecf, and ru 
through a space of eight years. 
|| Mr. President, I know that the Senate is tired 
of this question. I believe that the Senate js ready 
| to take the vote on the reconsideration. I think 
that a large majority of the Senators are satisfied 
| that they voted rightly when they passed the bil), 
| upon the yeas and nays, by a vote of thirty-one 
to nine. 

The Senate were satisfied then, that the same 
| justice should be meted out to Iowa which had 
been extended to Illinois, Arkansas, Missou;; 

Alabama, Tennessee, and Kentucky. I trust tha: 
| they will adhere to that determination. If the 

vote should now be reconsidered, what evidences 
| have we that the lands proposed to be granted 

will not be taken up by land warrant dealers? | 
feel confident that they will be taken up, if the 
| opportunity be given to those who deal in the 
warrants. 

A member of the House of Representatives, 
from Virginia, informed me the night before last, 
at the residence of mf esteemed friend the Senator 
| from Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson,] thata land war. 
rant dealer had taken him by the collar, and asked 
him why the House had passed this bill in such 
| hot haste, without giving the dealers an opportu- 

nity of being heard. I now forget the member's 
name; but he told me that I might use his name, 
_and state the conversation to the Senate. He said 
that the land warrant dealers thought they should 
have had twenty or thirty days’ notice, to enable 
them to send out the warrants remaining on hand, 
and for the location of those already sent out. If 
| this notice had been given, what good would the 
|, passage of the bill effect for my State? If that had 

Seba done, I would not give a fig for the grant, for 
| the lands would be entered just as certainly as 
|| there are land offices in lowa; and they not re- 
| stricted as to further locations with warrants. 
| Mr. President, there is no member of the Sen- 
/ate, or of the House of Representatives, who 

can tell what will be the fate of this bill at the 
|| White House. I wish it to be presented to the 
President of the United States as soon as possible. 
| 1am anxious that the people of Iowa shall not 
| be disappointed in the hopes which are now en- 
tertained by them. I communicated to them by 
telegraph, from my seat in this Chamber, intelli- 
gence of the passage of the bill in less than ten 
minutes after the yeas and nays were taken. | 
| sent dispatches to Dubuque, Davenport, to Mus- 
| catine, and Burlington, announcing its passage, 
| and requested that the fact should be made known 
to the people of lowa generally, that they might 
be aware of the realization of their long-deferred 
and cherished hopes, so far at least as the Con- 

ress of the United States was concerned. I said, 
Rossadea that I did not know, nordoI now know, 
what will*be the action of the President of the ' 
United States on this bill. That is a matter for 
him to determine, and not for us. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President, I have taken no 
particular interest in this bill; but the State oi 
Ohio has been frequently referred to in the course 
of the debate upon it. I understood the Senator 
from Lowa to say, the other day, that opposition 
had come from Ohio which prevented the passage 
of this measure at a former session. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. I alluded to the efforts 
of Mr. Schenck. 

Mr. WADE. I know nothing about that mat- 
ter. I voted against this bill last week, and I did 
so with very little knowledge as to what It col- 
tained; but the reading of it by the Secretary con- 
vinced me that it ought not to be passed in such 
haste as that with which it was urged. [ under- 
stood from hearing itread that the startling propo 
sitionwas made to construct four railroads through 
the State of lowa from east to west, parallel with 
each other, and but a very small distance apart. 
I do not profess to be conversant with the con- 
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<aruction of railroads, but I occasionally read their 


history, and I observe the value of their stock as | 


noted in the papers. It seemed to be an absurd 
‘position to suppose that any sensible men 
ld invest their means in an enterprise like this. 
Jowa is comparatively a new country, and the 
business of this line cannot be very great. I 
should ——— that one road through the State, 
with branches from different points connecting 
with it would be all that any reasonable man 
would ask. For such a proposition as that, or 
for any one which seemed to me to be reason- 
able, [ should vote. ; 

1am not hostile to the onstruction of railroads 
in the State of Iowa. I cannot, however, con- 
gent to one argument which seems to be adduced 
in favor uf this bill. It is said that when a State 
Legislature asks for a donation of land for the con- 
struction of certain roads, and is satisfied with 
them, we have no right to inquire into the dispo- 
sition of the donation which it is proposed to 
make, and how far it will subserve the public in- 
terest. Lcannotagree that we should be precluded 
from inquiry into this question. Iam the last 
man who would intermeddle with any one’s pri- 
yate aflairs, or interfere with that which exclu- 
sively belongs to others; but it seems to me, not 
only to be our right, but our duty—aduty which 
we owe to the public, when we make these large 
donations of land—to see that they are made in 
such a way as will probably subserve some great 
public interest, and not be merely a gratification 
to particular individuals or corporations. 

As L have said, I think it is not only our right 

but our bounden duty, to lgok to the application 
of these donations. When the face of a propo- 
sition shows that it is so absurd that no sensible, 
judicious man would attempt to do the same thing 
in regard to his own private affairs, we ought not 
tograntit. If these four roads were now con- 
structed and ready for business, does the Senator 
from lowa believe that any judicious man would 
take it upon himself to keep them in repair, and 
run them for ten years, without requiring him to 
pay anything for them, but have them made 
ready to his hand and delivered over to him? I 
do not know how it appears to others, but to me 
itis a proposition absolutely preposterous to con- 
struct four roads, running through the State of 
lowa for three hundred miles, making a grant of 
fifteen miles on each side of each road; thus taking 
a sweep through the whole State of one hundred 
and twenty miles in alternate sections, equivalent 
to a thick belt of twenty-four miles of land 
through the whole State. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. The Senator insists, 
as does the gentleman from Vermont, that the bill 
provides for four roads running through the whole 
width of lowa. That is not the case, as they 
may come together before reaching Sioux City. 

Mr. WADE. I so understand. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. The Lyons and the 
Dubuque roads are to run to a point on the correc- 
uon line, as it is called, forty-two and one half 
degrees north latitude, and then to go together to 
Sioux City, which is the mouth of the Big Sioux 
river, the point to which the road from McGregor’s 
landing would have gone, if the House of Repre- 
sentatives had agreed to make a grant of land for 
that road. Besides, the alternate sections are 


I 


| 


granted for only six miles, not fifteen miles, on , 


each side of these roads. ° 

Mr. WADE. 
enough to fulfill the entire donation; but the bill 
takes ali that there is within the sweep which it 
proposes; and if the land is not there, they may 
take it elsewhere. 
and believe from the map, are not more than 
ninety miles distant from each other, and some 
of them not thirty miles apart. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. Does the Senator mean 
to say that we are to have alternate sections for 
fifteen miles on each side of the roads? 

Mr. WADE. I so understand. 

_ Mr. JONES, of lowa. No, sir. Alternate sec- 
Uons are granted for six miles on each side only. 
Mr. WADE. But if the land within six miles 
as been preémpted or otherwise taken, may you 
hot go to fifteen miles? 
Mr. JONES, of lowa. If the land cannot be 


got within the six miles it may be taken within 
Afteen miles. 


Mr. WADE. That is the provision of the bill || 


I do not say that there is land | 
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in al] these bills, and I do not object to it. lob- |! those who had intrusted their rights and interests 


ject to having these roads in such a relation to | 
each other that I think every sensible man will 
say that they are not practicable measures, and 
you cannot do business on them. 1 cannot sup- 
pose that they will ever be constructed. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 believe the bill provides 
that if they be not constructed within ten years, 
the land shall revert to the United States. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. That is the provision. 

Mr. WADE. That may be; but I am looking 


at the proposition as it is presented. If it de pro- 


posed that we shall grant lands to an enterprise | 


which has such a poor prospect of success that 
it will not be carried out, and the lands will revert 
to the United States, 1 hardly think gentlemen 
will seriously urge it. 

The Senator from Iowa has frequently alluded 
to the connection of the State of Ohio with this 
meastre. I can tell him that the State of Ohio 
takes no interest in it except so fur as it provides 
for great public works beneficial to all the States. 
I admit that Ohio has had grants of land to assist 
her in the construction of her canals, and for this 
reason I am disposed te be liberal and generous 
to all the western States; but I cannot vote for a 
proposition of this nature, unless it presents itself 
to my judgment asa proper and judicious one. 

It is objected that the President of the Air-line 
Central railroad, is a resident of Ohio. He has 
been sneeringly alluded to by several gentlemen 
on this floor, as an outsider, intermeddling with 
things which did notconcern him. This is a very 
grave charge against a gentleman of known and 
acknowledged high principles of honor, who would 
shrink and revoit from the idea of interfering in 
that which he had no right totouch. But, sir, 
how is the fact? Is he really liable to the observ- 
ations which have been made in respect to him, 
in this particular? 

The Senator from Iowa the other day read a 
letter of Mr. Dix, of New York, the president of 
one of the roads provided for in the bill. Is he 
not an outsider, much further from the scene of 
action than Mr. Schenck? How is it that Mr. 
Dix can reside in the State of New York, and 
take a deep and controlling interest in these roads, 
and send here letters giving his objections to Mr. 
Schenck’s road, which can be read and paraded 
here; and yet Mr. Schenck be poin‘ed at as an 
outsider, having no right to appear here ? I donot 
object to the course of Mr. Dix. Itis his duty to 
look after the interests of the road of which he is 
president; but I think this objection ought not to 
be made against the gentleman whom | now rep- 
resent, and who is a resident of my own State, 
and in whom, for this reason, I take particular in- 
terest. He does not own anything in these roads, 
except five hundred dollars worth of stock, which 
he took in order to qualify him for the office of 
president. His judgment is not warped by any 

ecuniary or private interest in any of these roads. 

Le had nothing to do with planning them origin- 
ally. They are no projects of his, as you have 
already been told. He was far away on the public 
business, in a high and honorable station, when 
these roads were planned by others. When he 
returned to the United States from his mission 
abroad, his known ability, integrity, and business 
qualifications pointed him out as preéminently 
the man to take charge of this great and important 
work. He was besoughttodoso. He consented, 
and took enough stock—five hundred dollars 


| worth—to qualify him, according to the by-laws 


These roads, | understand 


a8 | understand it. This is a common provision |: 





of the company, to be president. 

Now, 1 ask what should he have done under 
these circumstances? I have risen principally to 
answer the observations which have been made 
in respect to him, and I ask any reasonable and 


| just man, what should he have done under the 


circumstances? Being the president of this great 
road, intrusted with all the important interests 
invested in it, he saw that they were seriously 
affected by this bill, which was passed through 


| Congress with precipitate haste—without being 


printed, I believe. It was put through in the 
other House under the previous question, with- 
out the members knowing the real nature of the 
proposition upon which they were voting. Find- 


| ing that such a bill was passed, fraught with de- 
| struction to the interests which had been com- 


mitted to his charge, what should he have done? 
Should he have lain down quietly and gone to 
sleep? Should he have turned his back upon 


to him? Surely not. When he protested against 
the action which you had inconsiderately taken, 
was he an outsider, interfering with that with 
which he had no right to intermeddle? Is he 
justly obnoxious to the charges which have been 
made against him? No, sir. The Senator from 
Tennessee yesterday appealed to the Senator from 
Kentucky, and said that he would have frowned 
down aman coming forward under circumstances 
like these, if the bill provided for railroads in 
Kentucky. Sir, the Senator from Kentucky is a 
just man, and he would readily see the absolute 
necessity and propriety of Mr. Schenck’s coming 
forward and protesting against the hot haste with 
which this bill was progressing to a final and faial 
determination. 

Wiil any one deny that this bill has taken an 
unusual course here? Sincel have had the honor 
of a seat in this body, I have never known a case 
where a proposition of this immense magnitude 
was brought from the House of Representatives, 
rushed through at once, without being printed or 
referred to a committee, and acted upon forthwith 
upon its bare reading at the Secretary’s table? 
Was there ever such a case known before? 1 
doubt it. There may have been, but | can recur 
to no such instance. 1 hope there is none,and I 
trust there will be none such. Is it necessary 
that a great measure of this kind should be rushed 
through inanhour? Any one conscious that his 
measure will stand the scrutiny and investigation 
of just men, will never shrink from an examina- 
tion by the proper organs of this body. 

The Senator from lowa tells as that it would 
have been idle to refer this bill to the Committee 
on Public Lands, because the committee would 
report it back instantly if it were referred, and it 
would be passed then. Admitting this to be the 
case, Was it not unfortunate that this course was 
nottaken? It would certainly have been a great 
deal more satisfactory. I cannot judge for others, 
but it appears to me that the committee would 
have hesitated long before attempting to confirm 
a measure of this kind. 

I believe that all the interests affected by this 
bill can be reconciled harmoniously, justly, and 

ighteously, by the proposition suggested by the 

Senator from Vermont. It seems to me that that 
proposition should meet the approbation of all. 
It is more reasonable than the original bill in the 
shape in which it was passed, 

Mr. President, it has been said that the petition 
which Mr. Schenck presented to the Senate in the 
nature of a protest against our precipitate pro- 
ceeding, was an interference which he was not 
warranted in making. It was at first stated that 
he had made some allegations in his petition 
which were not true; but all ttle reflection con- 
vinced everybody that all the statements which 
he made were true. I have the means of show- 
ing their entire correctness in every respect. I 
have letters from engineers, and transcripts from 
the proceedings of the companies, which shows 
that every statement of the memorial is true. 
The testimony which I have, proves that in Lli- 
nois not less than one hundred and ten miles of 
the road of which Mr. Schenck is president, have 
been graded at a very large expense, and are now 
almost ready fortheiron. The work on it is pro- 
gressing energetically. A large force is engaged 
upon it. In lowa, forty miles of the road are in 

_a like state of forwardness, and it is being pressed 
| toa termination with greatenergy. Several coun- 
ties in lowa have voted larze sums of money, in 
ullyd believe, not less than $200,000, in aid of its 
| construction, and there are private subscriptions 
in great abundance. 
| ‘This shows the popularity of the road, and the 
great interest which the people along the line in 
Jowa take in it. Notwithstanding these Tacts, 
| the gentleman who comes forth as the advocate 
of the rights of those interested in lowa, is char- 
Coen as an outsider, who lives in another 
| State and attempts to interfere with the peculiar 
| interests of Iowa. That is not my understand- 
ing of the case. The people of lowa, who have 
given their money for the construction of this 
road, and are anxious for its completion, bave in- 
trusted their interests to Mr. Schenek, and they 
would have just cause to complain of him if he 
had allowed their interests to be sacrificed with- 
out giving Congress notice of what they were 
| doing. Sir, every just man in the Senate ought 
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to thank Mr. Schenck for having informed us of 
the conflicting interests involved in this bill, and 
the unjust effect of our action. ar ‘ 

| do not suppose that when this bill was passed 
there was a genileman in the Senate who knew 
that there were conflicting interests involved. 
When private rights are at stake, we ought to hear 
paticntly before we act. In such a case we be- 
come judges of the rights of men. Weare not mere 
almoners of the bounty of the United States, to 
give the public property to whom we please, but 
we stand here in a judicial capacity, deciding be- 
tween the various interests involved, and we ought 
to be careful what we do. I ask, Mr. President, 
whether, at the time when this bill was passed, 
without explanation, without argument, there was 
anybody here who knew that this great central 
railroad, running through Lowa, was to be annihi- 
lated by the action of the Senate? Did you know 
that the people of Iowa had more than $200,000 
invested in it; that contracts were made for the 
construction of the road; and that this bill takes 
from it the very land requisite for the road bed, 
and renders the construction of the work imposs!- 
ble? The Senator from Iowa told us, the other 
day, that this road was a speculation mercly. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I say so yet; and with- 
out any real intention to build the road, except 
in the ** air,’’ or on the map. 

Mr. WADE. The proceedings of these com- 
panies, to which reference has been made, show 
that, supposing from the former action of Con- 
gress that they would not be likely to obtain a 
grant of land, they met together in May, 1855, 
to consider what they shoulddo. After the most 
thorough deliberation, they concluded that they 
would proceed to prosecute the work with what 
money they could raise on the line from the per- 
sons interested in it throughout its whole length. 
I have already alluded to the fact, that they have 
graded one hundred and ten miles in Illinois, and 
forty miles in lowa, and have expended almost 
three hundred thousand dollars in the enterprise. 
They have raised a large sum of money, I think 
more than six hundred thousand dollars, in the 
shape of subscriptions toward the construction 
of the road. They have been doing this under 
the apprehension that they should not be able to 


get auy aid from the General Government. A 
contract has been made to pay more than a million 
of dollars, and a large amount of it has been al- 


ready paid. Notwithstanding these facts, we are 
told that this is a kiting operation—a mere spec- 
ulation. Whatin the name of Heaven is there 
to speculate upon here? You have granted no 
land for this road. Individuals have advanced 
their money to carry it on, trusting for their re- 
ward hereafter, when the work shall be completed, 
to its intrinsic merits. 
that this is a mere speculative enterprise ? 

I hope the Senator from Iowa will tell us how 
men speculate in such a manner. I can readily 
comprehend how there might be a speculation of 
a different nature. A man may seek torun roads 
as thick as your fingers through the western coun- 
try, ask for great grants of land for them, and 
get those lands into the hands of corporations, 
and the work never be carried out. I can readily 
conceive how a merely speculative operation may 
be carried on in that way; but how the action of 
a company relying on themselves, unaided by the 
Government, appealing to the intrinsic meriis 
of their enterprise to commend it to public favor, 
is to be considered speculative, I know not. 

The imputation is unjust, uncalled for, and 
unwarranted. Whether this road will be Worth 
anything, remains to be seen. That the parties 
interested are going on with energy and in good 
faith, investing large sums of money in it, is un- 
doubtedly true. 

Mr. President, Yankees are said to have the 
privilege of guessing; and I can guess why Chi- 
cago, and that portion of Illinois interested in it, 
is very cool in regard to thisCentral road. When 
it is constructed, it will be a rival to the Chicago 
roads. Itruns south of Chicago, and must divert 
business from it. But this is a point on which I 
shall not dwell. 

The Senator from Ilinois told us that this was 
® meritorious work, and would receive his vote 
if it were brought forward in a separate bill. He 
said that this was a great and worthy enterprise, 


but that he understood its friends were in favor of 


inserting a fifth road in this bill. He was labor- 


Is it fair and just to say | 


is all that I ask. 


ing under an entire misapprehension with regard 
to that point. 


The roads provided for in the bill fatally con- | 


flict and interfere with the one of which I have 
spoken, which has been located and in which so 
deep an interest has been taken. We only ask 


for a modification of this bill, so as not to inter- | 
Wedo notask | 


fere with the rights of that road. 
you to abandon yourenterprises. We think that 
you can drop one or two of these roads with ad- 
vantage to yourselves and to everybody else. At 


any rate we think that, upon this great matter, 
we are entitled to a hearing at the hands of the || 
committee, and afterwards, if need be, before the | 


Sentte when the committee shall have deliberated 
upon it. 


Sir, do 1 @k anything unreasonable in behalf | 


of the private rights involved in this road, when 
I ask you to listen to their agent and hear what 
he can advance in behalf of those whose inter- 
ests are committed to him? Is this asking any- 
thing wrong or unusual? 


cated measure, involving millions of acres of 
the public lands, conflicting with the rights of 
those who have invested large sums of money in 
other enterprises, has already received at the 


hands of the Senate that careful deliberation which || 


a bill of this importance justly deserves? 


I do not stand here condemning the projects con- | 


tained in the bill. Ihave given my impressions 
in regard to it, but those impressions may be 
wrong. It may be, after all, that the Senator 
from Iowa, on full investigation, producing all 
his testimony, will be able to convince the com- 
mittee that he is right. Nobody will bow more 
cheerfully than myselfto the decision which they 
may make. 
only ask for what seems to me to be fair, in be- 
half of those whose interests are involved. 


Toomss,}] who so eloquently defended the rights 
of those naval officers who have been stricken 
down without a hearing, will apply his own doc- 


trines to this case. His remarks were very just, || 


and they made a deep impression on my mind. 


I can never be content to allow a man’s right to |) 
be affected by a decision which is made without || 
him to be heard and to produce all the | 


allowing 
evidence which he can bring forward to sustain 
him. 

action in regard to this bill. 


they ought not to be satisfied with them. Ido 


not blame them for their votes, for 1 know how || from the understanding existing between us, and avowed 


these measures pass when onr attention is not || 


called to them by debate. Bills slip through the 


| Senate very easily if no opposition is made to | 

them, and those interested do not come forward. |! 
| It is their duty to come forward to give us inform- | 
Here, however, the advocate of the rights | 
| of those who are so deeply implicated in this || 


ation. 


measure, when he comes forward, on the first 


occasion when he had an opportunity, is censured | 


because he has called your attention to it! 
Sir, I move for a new trial in this case. 


This 
In 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa. 


that he had no trial in the House of Represent- | 


atives? Was he not heard there? 
Mr. WADE. I cannot say that he Was. 
Mr. JONES, of lowa. He was heard there. 
Mr. WADE. 


that matter except what I have heard. 


| say to the Senator from lowa now, that 1 do not 
dade in chit-chat on this floor; I do not relate || 
' conversations which I have had with individuals | 
outside the Chamber, because it would be unfair, | 
and no one could answer me on such statements. | 
1 may say, in answer to the Senator, that I did | 
hear that gentlemen of the House of Repre- || 


sentatives were not satisfied with what they had 
done in regard to this bill. I do not know thatit 


is in order for us to take coenizance of what does | 
, or does not take place in the House of Represent- 
atives, but I know, from the precipitate manner in || 
| which this bill was acted on in the House, that it 


was put through under the previous question, and 


Is there a gentleman | 
here prepared to say that this great and compli- | 


1 am not ordinarily contentious. [ | 


Lask | 
that they shall not be condemned without a hear- | 
ing. I hope that the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. | 


I ~~ that the party was taken | 
| by surprise, and well he might be surprised. 

fact, he had no trial at all; you took a snap- || 
| judgment on him. 
Does the Senator say || 


that it was moved as a substitute for an entirely 


| different proposition which had been pending jj 


the House. From this I argue that it is impo 
sible that there could have been a hearing the ; 
How can a man have a hearing upon eiapet 
tion reported as a substitute for a bill 
pending, and entirely different from it, which ; 
passed under the previous question, which js - 
inexorable as the hand of fate, and allows no man 
u 


& proposj. 
which js 


_ to interfere or speak in behalf of any one’s right) 
S 


Do you call that a hearing? 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. I know from the chair. 
man of the Committee on Public Lands of ti, 
House of Representatives, and from my colleary 
in the House, (Mr. Tuorineron,] who is a mem. 
ber of that committee, that Mr. Schenck did ap. 
pear before them; that he submitted his proposi- 
tion to them, and that they rejected it. The chajy. 
man of the committee told me so this morpino 
My colleague in the House told me so the othe 
day. It may be said that he has had no hearine 
because he cannot come on this floor and speak. 
and could not go on the floor of the House of 
Representatives and speak. I know that; but he 
has had able champions here to speak for him, 
and to utter the words which he dictates froy, 
behind the bar. 

Mr. WADE. Iam authorized to say that there 
was no hearing; that Mr. Schenck never was he. 
fore any committee, and did not even know that 
there was such a billthere. But, sir, 1 do notre, 
the case upon this point. I rest it upon its gep. 
eral principles and bearings. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. There is a question of 
veracity here, and I desire to have it settled be- 
fore the Senator proceeds further. We are told 
now that Mr. Schenck says there was no hear. 
ing; that he had no conversation with the House 
committee, and did not know that there was such 
a bill pending. I have a letter from Mr. Trop. 
INGTON, a member of the Committee on Public 
Lands of the House of Representatives, and one 
from Mr. Bennett, of New York, the chairman 
of that committee. I ask that one of them may 
be read, so as to show whether or not he ever 
talked to them on this proposition. 

The Secretary read the letter, as follows: 


HALL or THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 14, 1856. 
Sir: Tam told that considerable stress is placed upona 
supposed understanding existing between Mr.Schenck (who 
says he is president of the Fort Wayne railroad) and my- 


|| self, with an agreement on your part to carry it out in the 
For this reason lam not satisfied with your || 
I am entirely sat- |; 
isfied with my own vote, but I am not satisfied || 
with the votes of other gentlemen, and I think | 


Senate if it failed in the House. 

I have reference to a contemplated amendment to the 
** Towa land bill.”? 

I certainly cannot think that Mr. Schenck will urge this 
with any seriousness ; for he must be aware that he, in 
presence of the Hon. Mr. Bennett, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands in the House, and myself, receded 


himself hostile to the bill in its present form, or with the 


|| proposed amendment attached, and declared his intention 


to defeat its passage ; that he did use his best endeavors 


| defeat it. 


{ am not aware of any of the friends of the so-called 


| Fort Wayne railroad yielding the bill any support. 


Yours truly, JAMES THORINGTON. 
General Georce W. Jones. 


As far as the facts are within my knowledge, the fore- 


| going statement of Mr. Thorington I believe to be substan- 


HENRY BENNETT. 
I do not perceive that that con- 


tially correct. 


Mr. WADE. 


| flicts at all with the statement which I have made 


/on Mr. Schenck’s authority. The letter which 
has begn read states that Mr. Schenck met the , 
| chairman of the House committee somewhere, 
and gave him notice that he had objections which 








I know nothing in mene to | 
et me || 


| he desired to have considered 
Mr. FOOT. With the consent of the Senator 
'from Ohio, and inasmuch as the Senator from 
| Iowa has introduced a letter explanatory of some 
proceedings in the House of Hepresentatives, 
-am authorized to present a correspondence be- 
_tween Mr. Schenck and aleading member of that 
| House, his own immediate Representative, in re!- 
erence to some occurrences on this very question, 
and to show in what manner this bill was put 
through the House. I will read, inthe first place, 
the letter of Mr. Schenck to Mr. Campse-t, 0 
| Ohio: 
Wasninetox, May 12, 1856. 

My pear Sir: On the passage, last Friday, in the House 
of Representatives, of the bill granting lands to aid in the 
construction ef railroads in lowa, you voted in the affirn- 
ative. That bill makes no provision, in any way, fr ® 
| grant to the Philadelphia, Fort Wayne, and Platte Rivet 
air-line railroad, being the Iowa section of the great line 
| from Fort Wayne to Council Biuffs, nor did it secure or pre 
| teet the interests of said road. Knowing you to have beet 





